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De LoD BISHO H of EXETER's 
ANSWE R to Mr. Hoadly's 


LETTER. 


Bath, May 10. 
Reverend Sir, 1709. 


Was in ſuch full Buſineſs, preparing to quit 
my Houſe in London, to ſend my Goods with 
part of my Family to Exeter, and to bring the 
reſt of it with my ſelf to this Place, that, when 
four Letter of Conſiderations came to my Hands, I 
bud only dip into it, but had not Time to give it 
thorough Reading; and when {ſoon after I came 
ither) I did read it all over, tw¾as at firſt without 
ny Deſign of giving an Anſwer to it, at leaſt not till 
(hould find more Leiſure, .and better Conveniences 
Ir 1t than I can have here, where I not only have 
Books proper for the Purpoſe, but may alſo expect 
find (as I have already done) more other neceſſary 
ulmeſs, than the Phyſicians will allow any Perſon, 
2 Courſe of drinking theſe Waters, to give due 
ttendance to. But, after I had read it over, and 
ud obſerve therein little elſe, that I was concern d 

beſides Cavilling at Words, Miſrepreſentations 

my Senſe, and ſometimes (I muſt beg leave to ſay 

| downright Falſifications, I ſoon alter d my 

nd; and took up a Reſolution of writing you an 

wer from hence, according as I ſhou'd be able to 

ld Leiſure and Convenience: Becauſe I ſaw I ſhou'd 

A 3 have 
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have little more to do, then only to undergo the Fa- 
tigue of Writing; the Matter I was to write about 
being ſuch, as, I concei vd, wou'd not require much 
Study or intenſe Thinking; eſpecially being, before, 
and all along refolv'd not to meddle at all (if I might 
avoid it) with any thing in your Letter, but only 
what relates to thoſe Paſſages in my Two Sermong, 
which you are pleas'd to take Exceptions to; and to 
clear and defend my own Meaning, therein. 

For to tell you the plain Truth, tho' I am, I con- 
feſs, clearly of Opinion, that the Doctrines of the 
Divine Inſtitution of Magiſtracy, of Subjettion to the 
Higher Powers, of Obedience and Submiſſion to Gover- 
nours for God's and for Conſcience ſake, and that Re- 
ſiſtance is a damnable Sin, are not only true, but 
likewiſe of the greateſt Importance both to the Ho- 
nour of Chriſtianity, and the Security of Humane 
Society, (for which Reaſons I ſhall ſtill, at leaſt till 
T ſhall receive more Light, be as ready as ever I was, 
whenever a proper Opportunity offers, (eſp.cially on 
an Acceſſion-Day, or a 3oth of Fanuary) to Preach 
theſe Doctrines, in the Senſe wherein I have ever li. 
therto underſtood them, and likewiſe, upon a Royal 
Coinmand, to Print any Sermon that I ſhall Preach 
upon thoſe Subjects;) yet I do not think that thele 
are the only Truths of Chriſtianity, or the only 
Doctrines fit to be Preach'd up; nor can I think my 
ſelf oblig' to engage in a Perſonal Controverſie will 
you, or with any other perſon, that ſhall ever Preac 
or in Print maintain, the contrary Doctrines; eſpeci 
ally when I am ſenſible I can't do it, without neglec 
of other Duties more nearly, and in my preſent St: 
tion, more ſtrictly Incumbent on me. Beſides, tho 
I think theſe Doctrines very neceſſary to be frequent 
Iy Preach'd upon to the People, according to thi 
Apoſtolical Preſcript, in Tit. 3. 1. which, I hope, 


ſhall always be careful to obſerve; yet ſince I 


not pretend, (nor ever did) to ſay any thing mo! 
. opal 
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upon them, than what has for Subſtance been already 
ſaid, and printed too, by others over and over again 
1 ſee no Reaſon I have now, or can have at any time 
hereafter, to trouble the World with any thing in 
Print upon theſe Subjects, (unleſs it be at the Com- 
mand of my Prince, or at the Requeſt of Friends) 
any tarther then ſhall be abſolutely neceſſary for my 
own Se/f-Defencez which being, you know, a prime 
Rizht ot Nature, muſt by no means be neglected, or 
given up. For theſe Reaſons I have thought fit to 
avoid, at this time, as much as may be, to engage 
with you upon any other Points wherein I beheve we 
may differ; and to keep as cloſe as 1 can only to the 
Defence of what I have already Printed: and being 
o reſolved, I am the more eaſily induc'd to write an 
Anſiver to you from hence, (as I ſhall be able to find 
time to do 1t) partly that you may not think your 
felt neglected, which I have reaſon to believe you 
wou'd take keinouſſy ill; and partly becauſe I do not 
foreſee, when at any time this Summer I may be like 
to have more leiſure, tho I might have better helps, 
tor writing you an Anſwer than I have now. Ne- 
vertheleſs being at preſent under the Circumſtances 
before mention d, I hope I may be excus'd, if iu 
cating Scripture I ſhould not always name Chapter 
and Verſe, nor hit exactly upon the very Words of 
the Tranſlation: Or if in referring to any point of 
Hiſtory, or other Learning, I ſhould commit any 
ſach Miſtakes, as one of a very bad Memory may 
eaſily fall into. And ſo ( ſaving to my ſelf, fc. as 
wuſual in Anſwers to Bills in Chancery) to your 
Letter it ſelf J Anſwer as follows, 


3:1 


Your Letter, after a ſhort Introduction expreſ- 
Ing with what Reluctance you forc'd your ſelf 
write it, and after a general Profeſſion of 
A3 your 
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ou Zeal for that [good old] Cauſe which you 
ave been for ſome time engag'd 1n, begins with 
a ſort of ſtating the Queſtion between us, which 
you make to be, Whether the Nature and End d 
Government neceſſarily take away from the governed 
Part of Mankind the Right of Self- Defence; Or, Whe- 
ther the Goſpel of Feſus Chriſt hath utterly depriv{ 
them of any ſuch Right, and leſt them naked and d.. 
Fenceleſs againſt all poſhble Attempts of their Gover- 
rours : And then you add theſe Words; Dur Lord: 
Hip bath been pleasd to expreſs ſome Zeal for the 
affirmative Side of theſe Queſtions : A notorious Fa 
ſhood ! (Pardon the Word, for if I don't make it 
out, TIl revoke it). By meeting with which at the 
beginning of your Letter, your Reader may judge, 
what fair Uſage of me he is like to meet with in 
the reſt of it. For, as to the ſecond of theſe Queſt: 
ons, ſo far am I from expreſſing any Zeal for the W . 
affirmative Side of it, that, to the beſt of my ke be 
membrance, I have not, in either of theſe Two Sr M c; 
mons which you find fault with, ſw much as once 7) 
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ſimply affirm'd, that the Goſpel of Feſus Chriſt hu WM A. 
drpriv'd Men of any natural Right whatſoever; tho lM th: 
don't know but that I may have ſaid ſomething like de. 
it, in ſome other Sermon or Sermons in my courſe WM Fo 
of Preaching : For I muſt tell you, that thoſe Evan: on- 
gelical Precepts which forbid the Ræſiſtance of Evil, De; 
which preſcribe the Turning rhe other Cheek, te g 
Parting with the Coat, and the Going Two, Miles, and fre 
which Command, in ſome Caſes, the Cutting off ie off 
Nieht Hand, and the Plucking out the Right Eye, andi exe, 
the Hatins even Father, Mother, Wife and Children, not 
Hauſes and Lands, yea, and Life too, do ſeem to me ble, 
to look a little that way. And, as to the AffirmaM to 


tive of the Firſt Queſtion, viz. That the Nature ani and 
End of Government neceſſarily take away from the ge you. 
verned Port of Mankind the Right of Self-Defence, N of o 
am ſtill more confident, that J have not in _ I th 
| ole 


ANSWER to Mr. Hoadly's LETTER. 7 


thoſe Sermons (nor, I believe, in any other) aſſerted 
| it, much leſs expreſs'd any Zeal for it. And for this, 
if you won't believe me upon my own Word, I am 
able to produce a very good Witneſs; a Witneſs, 
{ tho to a Negative, whoſe ſufficiency to bear ſuch 
| Teſtimony, and whoſe Veracity and Credit, you, 
of all Men, will not, I dare ſay, preſume to call in 
queſtion; for it is no other Perſon, I aſſure you, then 
your good Self, who in the 15th Page of your Letter, 
Line 17. have been pleas'd to write down theſe very 
gracious Words: All that is contended for with any 
Zeal, is this, That there ſhould be a Right left in the 
governed Society, 10 preſerve it ſelf ſrom Ruine and 
Deſtruction; Athich ts a Point that your Lo2d- 
ſhip hath not touch'd upon. For theſe kind 
Words, Sir, I muſt own my felf extreamly oblig'd- 
to your Goodneſs; not only becauſe they clearly ac- 
quit me from that Charge which you had before 
brought againſt me, but alſo becauſe this gracious © 
Conceſſion of yours, that I have not touch'd upon 
that Point, will ſave me the trouble of writing any 
Anſwer to, I believe, near half your Letter ; all 
that part of it, I mean, wherein you aſſert and un- 
dertake to prove the natural Right of SH Defence. 
For (that I may not be wholly wanting in Conceſl:- 
ons) I alſo am very free to grant that meer Se/f- 
Defence is one of the moſt innocent means, that the 
grverned Part of the Society can ſometimes uſe, to 
preſerve it ſelf from Ruine and Deſtruction, in caſe 
of ſome poſfeble Attempts of their Governours. How- 
ever this being a Point, _— you grant, I have 
not yet touched upon, I am reſolved, if it be poſſi- 
ble, for my own Eaſe and Quietneſs-{ake, to forbear 
touching upon it in this Letter; and to keep wholly 
and folely to the Point of my own Self Defence againſt 
your Attacks; the rather becauſe I have abundance 
of other Buſineſs now lying upon my Hands, which 
think more neceſſary to be done, then tis to enter 
A 4 into 
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into a Controverſie about freſh Matter, with you, 
or with any other Perſon whatſoever. Only, by 
the way, I can't but offer it to your own ſerious 
Conſideration, with what truth you cou'd ſay be- 
fore, that I have not only aftirm'd, but expreſſed 
ſome Zeal in afhrming, that the Nature and End of 
Government neceſſarily take away from the governed 
Part of Mankind the Right of Self Defence; when as 
here you grant, that I have not ſo much as touch'd 
upon the Point of the Right that zs left in the governed 
Society to preſerve it ſelf from Ruin and Deſtruttion : 
And likewife what good Reaſon you had to Attack 
me in ſuch a manner as you have done, or what Pro- 
vocation I had given you to do it; when you your 
felt (in the 13th Line of that 15th Page of your 
Letter) are pleasd to intreat me, not to think that 
you are contending for the words Accountable, or Cen- 
ſure, or Puniſhment, which, or the like, you ſeem to 
grant, are the only Words, or Things that I had 
tound fault with; and when, in the words immedi- 
ately preceding that your gracious Conceſſion, of my 
not having touched upon the Point of the Right /eft 
in the governed Society to preſerve it ſelf from Ruine, 
you fay that all that is contended for with any Zeal is, 
that there ſhould be ſuch a Right left. Contend then 
for this as mnch as you pleaſe, and with as much 
Zeal as you pl aſe; but what Reaſon, I pray, had 
you to contend with me about it, who, by your own 
Confeſſion, have not touched upon that Point? What 
Reaſons had you to ſend a Letter to me upon that 
Subject, who you grant, have ſaid nothing about 
it? If J have, in either or both of thoſe Sermons which 
you expreſs your diflike of: us'd ſome Words or Ex- 
preſſions not very properly, or have urg'd ſome 
Arguments in treating of the Subject I was upon, 
that are not ſo ſtrong and concluding as another 
Man wou'd have urged, yet ſince my Subject was 
Accountablencſs, Cenſure, Puniſhment, or m__ 
. elle 
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elſe you pleaſe, except Se/f-Defence, What Reaſon had 
you to write a Letter to me about Se/f-Defence, and 
in that to be ſo ſevere upon me for ſome Slips, which 
I had made, in a Sermon that I had preach'd about 
Accountableneſs, Nc? This, I muſt needs ſay, looks 
like picking a Quarrel with me without a Cauſe. 
Not but that I am ſenſible you do give a Reaſon, 
ſuch an one as 1t 1s, of your writing your Letter to 
me, (to me I ſay, but firſt to the World; tor to the 
World it was publiſh'd, before ever you ſent it me) 
namely this, | Page 4. Line 19.] That you was ſen- 
fible that my Reputation and Authority are ſo great, 
that of themſelves they are thought, by many, ſuffici- 
| ent to fix the Stamp of Truth upon what bears a 
Name ſo much honour'd, and reſpeFed : Your Ser- 
rant, Sir, for that: Well, but what then? What 
was it, I beſeech you, that you was ſo afraid my 


Reputation, &c. ſhould fix the Stamp of Truth upon? 
| Was you afraid that they would give ſuch a Curren- 
. cy to the Words Accountable, &c. or it you pleaſe, 
y Unaccountab'e, Uncenſurable, Unpuniſhable, as the 
7 Royal Stamp docs to coined Money? No, that cou'd 
, not be your Reaſon, for you treat me ſo thin that 
5, you are not contending about thoſe Horde. Or was 
ni you afraid that my Reputation, &c. ſhould fix that 
h ſame Stamp of Truth upon the Notion (fo much ab- 
1d horred by you) that there is no Right left to the go- 
'n verned Society to preſerve it ſelf from Ruine. No; 
at neither cou'd that be your Reaſon; for that you 


knew, was a Point I had zor touched upen: Some 


wt other Reaſon then, you muſt think of, to give of 
ich your writing that your Letter to me; which, but 
Ex for its cavilling at a few Paſſages in my Sermon, you 
me T might as well have written to any other Man. And 
on, till I can hear of a better Reaſon from you, then 
her 


what you have yet given of this your violent Aſſault 
upon me, I ſhall not forbear thinking, that the true 
Reaſon of it was, becauſe I am (tho' unworthy, yet 


by 
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by God's Permiſſion, and the Queen's Favour) a 


Biſhop: And a Biſhop is thought by ſome People to 
be a ſort of an Eccleſiaſtical Governovr; upon which 


account, tho' other Men, Presbyters or Deacons, 


have doubtl:ſs, as well as I, written uncorrectly, 
and argued weakly or inconſiſtently, yet you might 
think 1t more agreeable to your own Principles, as 
well as more for the Honour of your own aſſur'd 
Victory, to ſingle out and ſet upon a Biſhop, rather 
then any other Man, that was more undoubtedly 
your Equal or Inter1our. 

But tis time now that I ſhould begin a more di- 
rect and formal Anſwer to your Letter: And be- 
cauſe in the Courſe and Circumſtances I am now in, 
I muſt not fit long at a tune, to this work, nor can 
ſo conveniently franie and carry in my Mind the 
whole Scheme of an Anſwer at once, therefore that 
I may be the ſurer not to overlook any thing in your 
Letter that is material, or requiſite for me to give 
any Anſwer to, I'll follow you Page by Page, and 
Paragraph by Paragraph; and to fave my ſelf, as 
much as may be, the trouble of writing, T1l ſeldom, 
unleſs when I can't avoid it, tranſcribe your words: 
But deſiring my Reader (for by the Method that you 
have begun, my Letter too muſt have other Rea- 
ders beſides your ſelf) to have your Letter before 
him, at the ſame time that he reads my Anſwer to 
it, I ſhall then leave it to him to judge, whether the 
Anſwer I make to thoſe Parts of it which I ſhall 
Anſwer, be to the Purpoſe, and whether the Reaſons 
I give for my not anſwering thoſe Parts of it, which 


I thall not trouble my felt to make any Anſwer to, 


be ſufficient, And now to my Task. 


What follows in your Letter, Page 4. after the 
Reaſons you have thought fit to give of your writing 
it, to the End of that Secticn, I 3 to be a meer Com- 
pliment, and as ſuch I accept it; acknowledging 
| never: 


0 
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nevertheleſs, that (as the ſaying is) *twas more your 
Goodneſs than my Deſert. 

In the next Paragraph, Page 5. you fay I have in 
my Two Acceſſion Sermons given ſuch an account of 
my Judgment concerning the Duty of Subjefs, and 
the Original and Authority of Governours, as ſeems to 
give juſt ground for an Examination of it. I grant 
this; and fo wou'd any other Judgment that I cou'd 
have given upon theſe Points; therefore pray exa- 
mine it as much as you will. | 

In the Three following Sections, Page 6, 7, 8. you 
pick out ſome Paſſages in thoſe Two Sermons, which, 
you ſay, you deſign to make further uſe of, and to 
1hew to be inconſiſtent with ſome other Particulars 
in thoſe ſame Sermons, or to be ſuch wherein you 
are forc'd ts differ from me. I am ſorry, Sir, that 
you and 1 ſhould differ about any thing, eſpecially 
about any Matters of ſuch great Importance, as you 
ſay theſe are. And I am ſtill more concern'd that 
I thould differ from my ſelf; But whether I do ſo or 
not, ſhall be conſider d in its proper Place; and if 
there ſhould ſeem to be ſome little difference be- 
tween us, yet, I and my ſelf being old Acquaintance, 
and very good Friends, I hope it may eaſily be 
accommodated. 

At the End of Page 8 you except againſt an Ar- 
gument or Inference, which you ſay (how truly ſhall 
be ſeen by and by) I had drawn from the Magi- 
ſtrates being called the Miniſter of God, viz. that 
therefore there is none above him upon Earth to queſti- 
on, cenſure, or 2 him, and that he is accountable 
to none but God; and in the Eight following Pages 
you offer Five Reaſons againſt it, which I ſhall nou 
examine. 

Your Firſt is, Page 9. That the Magiſtrate is 
called not barely the Miniſter of God, but the Mini- 
ſter of God for Good; That is, as I ſuppoſe, the End 
of his Inſtitution by God was the Good of the governed 
Society; 
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Society; and this Point, which you are here pleas'd 
to put me in mind of, I my ſelf was not forgettul 
of in that Sermon in its proper Place. But, granting 
this, does it therefore follow, that there is any Body 
above him upon Earth, to queſt;on, cenſure, or pu- 
aſh him, in Caſe he does not do that Good to the 
governed Society that he ſhou'd do? Or that he is 
accountable to any beſides God? So blind am I, 
that-c can't ſee the Reaſon of that Conſequence. 
That he is accountable, and puniſhable, it he does 
not do his Duty, I have granted, yea and contend- 
ed for too, even in that very Sermon, tho* Preach'd 
before our Sovereign Lady the Queen; and, I be- 
lieve, the liked my Sermon the better for my ſaying 
ſo: The only Queſtion is, 70 whom the Magiſtrate is 
accountable, and by whom he 1s puniſhable, and I 
ſay indeed that it is zo and by God, and to and by 
none elſ>, becauſe there is none elſe but God above 
him. And I humbly conceive, that if you will not 
agree to this, either you muſt hold, that he is not 
accountable at all, not even to God himſelf, (which 
is higher I'm ſure than the very Tip Top of Toriſm) 
or elſe you muſt hold, that there is ſome Body above 
him upon Earth; contrary to what you have, I 
ſuppoſe, more than once ſolemnly declared in the 
Prefence of God, and even to God himſelf, when you 
told him, I hope in more than a Compliment, that 
He was the only Ruler of Princes; tho I won't be po- 
ſitive that you have ever {ſaid this to Him ſince the 
Printing of your Sermon and its Defence. But let 
that paſs; It the Magiſtrate be accountable to any 
Body upon Earth, let us find out, if we can, whom 
it is to: Now in a Society there are only Two Parts, 
the Governing, and the Goverrned, as you your ſelf 
well diſtinguiſh; The Governing Part I take (under 
Correction) to be the Magiſtrare, and the Governed 
Part thoſe who are commonly called Subjects; If 
therefore the Governing Part, that is, the ä 
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be accountable to any upon Earth, it muſt be to the 
Governed Part, that is, to his Subjects; for there are 
none beſides them Two in the whole Society: And 
to ſay, that the Governing Part is accountable to, 
and puniſhable by, the Governed Part, ſeems to me, 
(to wiſer Heads it may appear otherwiſe) juſt the 
ſame as to ſay, that the Governing Part is the Go- 
verned ; and the Governed the Governing. For 1 
can't, for my Lite, but think, that there is more 
of Government exercis d in Queſtioning, Cenſurin 
and Puniſhing, then there is in being Queſtion'd, 
Cenſurd, and Puniſh'd. 

Your Second Argument (pag. 1oth) againſt my 
Argument is this, That Every Perſon in tbe World, 
uho is the Inſtrument of Good to ws, is the Miniſter 
of God to 1s for Good, and that this may be affirn'd 
of them without any ſuch univerſal and unlimited In- 


ference as this. J Grant it; and therefore if the 


Apoſtle had ſaid, That the Subject 7s the Miniſter of 
God for Good to the Magiſtrate, as he certainly is, 
being at great Charges in paying Taxes, and fome- 
times hazarding his Life to ſupport his Princes Dig- 
nity and Power; 1 think I ſhou'd not have made 
that Inference, tho* perhaps you might: But I con- 
ſider d (and fo I ſuppoſe wou'd any Man but Mr. 
Hoadly ) that the Perſon the Apoſtle was there ſpeak- 
ing of was the Higher Power; or if you pleaſe, for 
ſo I confeſs I underſtand it, the Higheft Power upon 
Earth; and from the Apoſt/e's affirming, that he, as 
ſuch, is the Miniſter of God, or that he has a Com- 
miſſion from God to Exerciſe the Higheſt Power, I 
ſtill think that the Inference was very juſt; For if 
he holds the Higheſt Power upon Earth by Commiſſion 
irom God, and to queſtion, cenſure and puniſh be 
Acts of Power, (as truly I take em to be) then I 
think it does very plainly follow, that none but God 
can queſtion and puniſh him: becauſe there is none 


upon 
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upon Earth, that is or can be higher than the High- 
eſt Power upon Earth. 

Your Third Argument (pag. 10 to 14.) is ad Ho- 
minem, and to this effect, That the Magiſtrates re- 
cerving a Commiſſion for one particular work, ought 
not to be an Argument (in my own Judgement ) to 
prove that there is none upon Earth that may queſtion, 
cenſure or puniſh him; Becauſe I my ſelf, you ſay, 
habe contended that the Magiſtrates Commiſſion is not 
abſolute and unlimited, but confind to one Purpeſe, 
viz. that of Civil Government; and alſo that for an- 
other Purpoſe the Eccleſiaſtical Officers have hkewiſe 
recerv'd a Commiſſion from God. Where, by the way, 
I can't but take notice of your foully miſrepreſent- 
ing my Senſe, when you ſay, that I have confin'd 
the Magiſtrates Commiſſion to one Purpoſe, viz, 
that of Civil Government; whereas, I am ſure, that 
in that very Sermon, I have expreſly aſſerted, that 
the Higheſt Power, or Supreme Magiſtrate, is Su- 
preme Governour over all Perſons, and in all Cauſes : 
which I think is more than to limit his Commiſſion 
to one Purpoſe, vis. that Civil Government. But 
let this paſs, and let vs ſee whether there be any 
thing in the Argument it ſelf that proves the falſe- 
neſs or unwarrantableneſs of my Inference, vig. That 
the Magiſtrate being commiſſioned to his Office by 
God, is accountable for Male-Adminiſtration only 
to God, and not to his Subjects. And I confeſs I 
am at a great loſs to find where the force of it lies, 
or where you meant the force of it ſhould lie, 
tho), to find it, I have read over the whole Paragraph 
two or three times. 

* One while I thought it might be deſign'd in thoſe 
Words, (pag. 12th) As the Commiſſion of the Mini- 


ters of the Goſpel cannot exempt them in Caſes where- 


in they are vod of all Authority, and to which their 
Commilſion reacheth not; ſo cannot it be proved barely 


from their Commiſſion, that Magiſtrates are in a more 
exempt 
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exempt condition. But I cou'd not diſcern any force 
in this, becauſe tho a Commiſſion to a Prieſt may 
not place him above all Humane Controul in Caſes 
without his Commiſſion, 7. e. in Secular Caſes, 
wherein he is moſt certainly ſubje& to the Magi- 
ſtrate, yet a Commiſſion to a Man to be Supreme 
Magiſtrate, and to exerciſe the higheſt Power, may 
well be ſuppos'd to include in it fuch an Exemption , 
Becauſe no Man can cenſure or puſh him, in any 
Cauſe, or for any Crime, and conſequently not for 
exceeding his Commiſſion, who is not higher than he, 
that is, who is not higher than the Higheſt, which 
none is but God, who gave him that Commiſſion. 
Another while I thought the Force of your Argu- 
ment might be intended to lie in thoſe other Words 
(Page 12.) The Magiſtrate (as I, you ſay, obſerve) 
can att with Authority no further than his Commiſſion 
reaches, conſequently he can have no Superiority any 
further, and conſequently bis Superiority vaniſhes in 
thoſe Inſtances in which he acts without or againſt his 
Commiſſion. But neither do I ſee any Force in this 
Argument: For I can grant all this, and yet till 
hold and maintain my Concluſion, viz. That the 
Higheſt Power upon Earth is, for any Male Admi- 
mſtration, accountable only to God. For admit that 
he can act with Authority no further than his Com- 
miſſion reaches, admit that he has no Superiority 
any further, and admit that his Superiority va- 
miſhes in thoſe Inſtances in which he acts without or 
againſt is Commiſſion; all that ſeems to me to follow 
from hence is, that his Subjects are not bound to 
obey him in thoſe Inſtances; (which is what I have 
expreſly granted more than once in that Sermon 
but it does not therefore follow, that he thereby fo 
caſeth to be a Magiſtrate, as that thenceforward his 
wbjects are not bound to Obey him in any thing; 
nor does it at all follow from thence, that his Subjcts 
may Controul, Cenſure, and Puniſh him for doing 


what 
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what he had not Authority from God to do; fot 
ſtill, if the Power that was granted to him by the 
Divine Commithon was the Higheft Humane Power, 
tho' he exceeds the Powers of his Commiilion, and 
ſo far has no Superiority, he may, and, I think, 
muſt remain to be the — Humane Power, until 
his Commiſhon to exerciſe the Supreme Power ſhall 
be vacated, or taken from him by that Authority 
which gave it. | 

And therefore I ſhan't need (in order to main- 
tain my Concluſion) to prove either of thoſe Two 
Points which you put upon me to prove; whereof 
the Firſt is, That the Commiſſion given by God to Ma- 
Liſtrates gives them a poſitrve Authority ts al againſt 
the Ends of their Inſtitutions, and the Deſign of their 
Commiſſion. Now this, I ſay, I ſhan't need to prove, 
becauſe without proving, or ſo much as believing 
this, I may believe and hold, that tho' they af 
againſt the End of their Inſtitution, and the Deſen of 
their Commiſſion, they are yet for their ſo doing 
accountable only to their Superiors, that 1s, if it be 
the Supreme Magiſtrate that 1s ſpoken of, only to 
God. And being not under any Obligation to prove 
this, I ſay further, that I will not prove it, nor go 
about to prove it, and that for another very 
Reaſon, vi. becauſe I don't believe it. The other 
Thing which you wou'd put upon me to prove, and 
ſay Inu prove, if I can't or won't prove this, 15, 
That Magiſtrates (the Supreme Magifirate I hope 
you mean) remain Supreme, even in thoſe Caſes i 
which they have no Authority, and in which they cu. 
not be the Miniſters of God, tho it be their Authority 
only, and their being the Miniſters of God, that gives 
them this Supremacy. But now, to ſh-w how croſs [ 
can be, 1 won't prove this neither, nor will I own, 
that in order to maintain my Concluſion, vis. That 
the Magiſtrate is not accountable to his Subjefs, I 


bave any need to prove it. For admitting _ o 
thole 
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thoſe Caſes whetein the Magiſtrate has no Authority, 
he does not retarn his Supremacy, (good Reaſon why, 
for he never had it) ſo as to ; a Right to exact 
Obedience from his Subjects in thoſe Inſtances ; he 
may nevertheleſs ſo tar retain that Supremacy which 
he had before, as not to be Subject to their Cenſure 
or Puniſhment. For to warrant them to Cenſure or 
Puniſh their Governour, it is not enough that they 
are able to prove, that he has exceeded his Com- 
mitſion, (that only qualifies them to be Complain- 
ants or Witneſles againſt him) unleſs they can like» 
wiſe ſhew, that they have a Commiſſion from a 
Power Superior both to him and them, to queſtion, 
cenſure, and Puniſh him for his ſo doing. 

And this, I ſtill think, is well enough illuſtrated by 
the Inſtance I gave 1n my Sermon (you ſay very un- 
fortunately, I think fortunately enough) of the 
Mayor of a Corporation, who after his Eletion is not 
accountable to thoſe that choſe bim, but to the Queen, 
by whoſe Commiſſion he as. You ſay indeed, that 
the Commiſlion given to this Mayor makes. him not 
Superior to any in the Corporation, unleſs it be in the 
due execution of his Office. I ſay on the other ſide, 
and I muſt believe it too, till I am otherwiſe in- 
ſtructed by ſuch as underſtand the Conſtitution of 
Corporations better, that the Commiſſion given to 
the Mayor does make him Superior to any in the 
Corporation, ſleeping or waking, and whether he 
duly executes his 3 or not; and that his 
neglect of his Duty, or Male-Adminiſtration of 
his Office, do not, 10% fafo, and without further 
Judicial Proceedings againſt him deprive him of his 
Superiority, during the Term of his Commiſſion ; 
and likewiſe, that of ſuch negle& or Male-Admini- 
ſtration, the Queen, or Perſons Commiſſion d by 
Her Majeſty, and not any or every Freeman in 
the Corporation, are the proper Judges. You ſay 
further, that the Supreme ee will not 3 
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ſure or punith any Freeman for oppoſing this Mayor 
in any Caſes but thoſe to which his Commithon 
reacheth : Truly I can't tell what the Supreme Go- 
vernour will do; for that is e'en as he pleaſes, or 
as he is in the Humour; and as to what he may 
or ſhou'd do in ſuch a Caſe, I leave it wholly to 
the Lawyers to declare; Becauſe indeed the Caſe 
you put is nothing at all to the purpoſe; for the 
only Queſtion betore me, or which that part of my 
Sermon led to, was, whether the Freemen, or any 
Freeman that pleaſes, of the Corporation, can, 
without Commiiſion from the Queen, fit in Judg- 
ment upon the Mayor. You ſay ſtill further, that 
the Queen's Commiſſion does not exempt him (the 
Mayor) from an Equality, with other Freemen, in 
other Inſtances. And fo let it be, ſince according 
to your levelling Principles you will needs have it 
to be ſo, let him be equal to the reſt in all other 
Inſtances, yet {till my Opinion is, that this Equal- 
ity will not make them his Judges; a little Supe- 
riority, I think, is requiſite for that. Ay, but, ſay 
you, In all Cafes when the Danger is imminent, Vio- 
lence is allowed to be repelled with Violence, and the 
Jame Behaviour which is allowed in the Cafe of Equal: 
And thus weare inſenſibly gone off trom the Point of 
Cenſure, Fudement and Puniſhment to that of Self- 
Defence; on which Subject, you may, for all me, 
Preach and Write with as much Zeal as you pleaſe; 
becauſe that being (as you grant) a Point which 
I have not toucht upon yet, I am reſolv'd not to 
meddle with it now. r 

Your 4th Reaſon (Page 14th) againſt my In- 
ference, is, That St. Paul might poſlibly in that 
ſaying of his, He is the Miniſter of God, hive 
ſome Reſpect to the Depured Magiſtrate, as well as 
to the Supreme ; fo that conſequently the Magi. 
ſtrates being called the Miniſter of God, is no Proof 
that he is not accountable to any but God. T ; 
L y 
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But tho* St. Paul might in that Saying have ſome 
Reſpect to the Deputed Magiſtrate, yet tis more cer- 
tain that in it he had Reſpect to the Supreme Magi- 
ſtrate; The Higher Powers, the Perſon there ſpoken 
of, or if you pleaſe the Higheſt Power, being moſt 
emimently the Miniſter of God, whereas other Magi- 
ſtrates are ſo only in ſubordination to the Supreme: 
And therefore if I alſo in my Sermon had chiefly à 
Reſpect to him, nay, and if in making that Inter- 
ence I had Reſpect to him only, I hope I may be 
excus d, eſpecially when the very Nature of the In- 
terence plainly thew'd ,, that I had at that time 
Reſpect to him, and only to him; and I verily be- 
lieve that not one Man that has read my Sermon, 
not even Mr. Hoadly himſelf, ever thought that I 
meant there to ſpeak of any other than only the 
Supreme Magiſtrate. And, indeed, how ſhould he? 
When I my felt had, in that very Sentence which 1s 
excepted againſt, expreſly declared that I did mean 


him, and none other. For, after having allow'd, 


that according to the Conſtitution of ſome Coun- 
tries (particularly in Elec Kingdoms) the No- 
mination of the Officer, even) the Supreme Officer 
of all, may be in the People, I then add theſe Words 
(Pag. 7.) Even in this Caſe, tho the People Name tha 
Perſon, they don't give him his Authority; They Chuſe 
the Officer, but when that's done, he is God's Officer, 
not theirs; he is the Miniſter of God, not the Ser- 
vant of the People. — And if it be the Soveraign 
Power of all, which, according to the Conſtitution, he 
is, by Vertue of ſuch Election, choſen to, being poſſeſt 
of that, he has no Superior but God, he has none 
ove him to Queſtion, Cenſure or Puniſh him. And 
whoſo reſiſteth the Power, reſiſteth the Ordinance of 
God. Which Words I have here tranſcrib'd, not 
only to ſhew, that it is the Supreme Magiſtrate I am 
dere ſpeaking of, when I ſay he is puniſhable only 
ty God, but alſo to let 7 Reader ſee your manifet 
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Falſification in this Argument: For by Reading this 
your Fourth Reaſon, he will naturally be led to 
think, that the Unaccountableneſs which I aſſerted 
to the Supreme Maguttrate was grounded only upon 
his being called by St. Paul the Miniſter of God; 
Whereas indeed I did not ground it at all upon 
that Phraſe; but I grounded 1t only upon his having 
no Superior but God, and upon his having none 
above him, upon Earth, to Queſtion, Cenſure, or 
Puniſh him; and his Superiority or Supremacy, was 
the very thing ſuppoſed in the Caſe as it was put; 
If, fay I, it be the Soveraien Power of all that he 1s 
choſen to, and polſeſt of, then he has no Sup. ior but 
God, Cc. It this ben't Cavilling, I don't know 
what is. 

Your ſifth and laſt Reaſon (Pag. 15.) againſt that 
my Aſſertion (or if you will have it fo, my Infer- 
ence from the Words of the Apoſtle He 7s the Miniſter 
of God ) 1s this. I mult intreat your Lordſhip not to 
think that I am contending for the Words Accounta- 
ble, or Cenſure, or Puniſhment; I 4now none who 
are ſollicitous about them; all that is contended for 
with any Zeal is, that there ſhould be a Right left in d 
the Governed Society to preſerve it ſelf, Nc. I call 
this your Fifth Reaſon againſt my Aſſertion, becauſe th 
I find it in your Letter numbred as ſuch: Other- 
wiſe I thould rather have thought, and called it a tr. 


= Reaſon to ſhew, that the Four foregoing Rea- Te, 
ons were nothing to the purpoſe, and might as the 
well have been ſpar'd. For if all that I had con- . 


tended for was the Supreme Alagiſlrutes Unuccoumta- 
bleneſs to any but God, (as will be evident to any 
Man that reads that Part of my Sermon, and is in 
effect granted by you, when vou allow that I have 
not touch'd upon the Right left in the Governed 
Society to preſerve itſelf) and if you are not cou- 
tending for the contrary to this, (as you here 7e 


ne to think pci are not) nay if Accountable, Cnſure, 
. of 
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or Puniſhment are Words or Things which on? that 
you know of are ſollicitous about, methinks for Peace 
{ake, ar for old Acquaintance ſake, or tor ſome other 
little Keaſon, you might have let my Aﬀertion or 
Interence have paſled; and have faid nothing to the 
contrary : But to give Four ſuch killing Reaſons, as 
you have done, againſt it, and then, as if they had 
not been enow, and to make all ſure, to add this 
Fifth Knock-down Reaſon over and above, This, to a 
Friend eſpecially, was cruel and unmercitul beyond 
mealure. 

What follows in that and the next Page, is only 
about Self-Defence, or the Right that the Governed 
Society (as Subjects, Children, Cc.) has to preſerve 
nſelf from Ruine and Deltruttion , a Point (as you 
grant) not touch'd upon by me as yet, and which 


therefore I am reſolv'd to lay nothing of now. 

L And now I come to the Second Part of your Let- 
| ter, (Pag. 17.) in which you take me to task for 
0 | 

4 aſſerting that the Power of the Magiſtrate is from God, 
L ( immediately from God, you ſay, but I don't re- 
-6 member I us'd that Word) and endeavour to invali- 
_ date the Reaſons I brought for it. 


il My Firſt Reaſon, you.ſay, is, That the Power of 
100 the Magiſtrate, particularly that of cutting off Evil. 
deere, is ſuch a Power, as the Magiſtrate can't have 
from the People, becauſe tis what they themſelves ne- 
ver had, nor coud have. And I grant that this is 
the Senſe of my Argument. 
In Anſwer to which you affirm; That for the ſake 
public Good a Man is allowed to have ſuch Power 
ver his own Life, as to contract, that, when that re- 
qureth it, it ſhall be given up: Which # all that zs 
pretended to in the Caſe of Croil Government. And 
this, you ſay, 7s plain from hence, that, when a Sol. 
dier voluntarily Liſts himſelf into the Service of his 
Country, he contratts in effect to this purpoſe, that, 
when his General Commands him, and it becomes ze- 
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ceſſary for his Country's Goed, be muſt and will venture 


where he is ſure to loſe his Life. Where, by the 
way, if I was as much diſpos d to carp at Words 
and Expreilions as you are, I might ask, how a Man 
can be ſaid to venture where he is ſure to loſe? 
For a Venture 1s properly where there is ſome Un- 
certainty z a Pothibility, a Hazard, or a Probability 
there may be; but where there is a Certainty of the 
Event, there is no Venture. And yet, indeed, I 
muſt grant that you had ſoine Reaſon for expreſſing 
your ſelf after this manner, becauſe unleſs you had 
done ſo, your Argument wou d have loſt all that Force 
which now it may ſeem to have: for then the Senſe 
of it wou'd have plainly appear'd to be, as if you 
had argued, That a Man had Power over his own 
Lite, becauſe, for publick Good, he may exerciſe 
ſuch an Employment as can't be exercis'd without 
hazarding his Lite; he may, for Example, be a 
Builder even at the Top of St. Paul's, or he may be 
a Sailor, or he may be a Miner, or he may be a 
Phyſician, or he may undertake the Buſineſs of 
tending, or carrying to the Grave, People that are 
Sick, or that have died of the Plague; and by the 
ſame Reaſon he may be a Soldier; becauſe, tho", in 
the Exerciſe of the Military Employment, a Man 
may truly be thought to run a greater hazard of his 
Lite than in ſeveral other Profeſſions, yet tis very 
much for the publick Good that ſome ſhould be of 
that Employment: And after all, tho' a good Soldier 
muſt needs very often run the hazard of his Lite, 
yet he 1s not ſure that he ſhall meet with his Death 
in the Field of Battle. The Duke of Marlborough 
(to his Immortal Praiſe be it ſaid) has very fre- 
quently run this hazard, for his Country's Good 
and Saſety, and yet (God be thanked) he is ſtill 
alive; and long may he live, even when his Queen 
and Country ſhall have no further occaſion for his 
Service in the Field, to enjoy the Comfort of that 
Repoſe 
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Repoſe, which he will have been a main Inſtru- 
ment of procnring for us all, and at laſt, full of 
Years and Glory, may he die in Peace, and in lns 
Bed. | 
But becauſe you was ſenſible that this igt be 
thought not fully to touch the Point, (truly I am of 
Opinion it doth not come near it by a Mile) you 
add (Pag. 19.) what you ſeem to think will come 
nearer to the Caſe in hand: (but which truly I 
muſt beg leave to think is at leaſt another Mile fur- 
| ther off from it) Szppoſing (ſay you) no fix d Ma- 
e giſtrate, or General, a Neighbourhood of Perſons, ix 
0 danger from Robbers and Murderers, attempiing their 
n Ruine, may jointly conſent to go out againſt theſe Ene- 
n ie. Moſt certainly they may; Who ever doubted 
0 it? But then you add farther, And any particular 
It Man bath ſuch Power over his own Life, that he m 
a wth Honour, voluntarily run upon inevitable Deat 
e knowing that he doth ſo, in order to ſuſtain the forſt 
onſet of theſe Enemies, and for the ſafery and ſecuriiy 
of of bis Neighbours. And that he may do this great 
and honourable Thing, I am free to grant; but not 
upon your Reaſon, vig. becauſe he has Power over 
his own Life; but for another good Reaſon that I 
have to my ſelf: for 'tis but ſuppoſing, (which I 
am in hopes you'll grant, tho' I know another Gen- 
tleman, much of the ſame Sentiment with you as to 
the Origin of the Magiſtrates Power, that wou'd not 
grant it; Tis but ſuppoſing, I ſay, ) or deſiring the 
Favour of you to grant, that Almighty God has, 
antecedently to any Or:gina! Contract made at Horeb, 
or cl{ewhere, an abſolute Power over all our Lives, 
and that he has ſomewhere ſaid, That we ought to 
lay down our Lives for the Brethren; and then the 
Buſineſs is done at once, and the whole Thing may 
be well enough accounted for another way. 


this fully touch the Point, and beg leave to retort 
| Þ 4 npon 


But I muſt alſo tell you farther, that neither does | 
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upon you in your own Words, that your Argument 
drawn from the Lawfulneſs of the Military Employ - 
ment, and of a Man's expoſing himſelf to the 
greateſt hazard to ſave his Neighbours, gives the 
Queſtion a wrong Turn, and is apparently of no weight. 
For the Caſe that I had put was of a Man that had 
already committed a capital Crime; Murder was 
the Crime I inſtanced in; and the Queſtion upon 
that was, whether this Murtherer, being convicted 
by his own Conſcience might (in order to excuſe 
the Judges their Pains, and the Hangman his Labour) 
be his own Judge and Executioner; and I ſaid, in- 
deed (which you are not pleas'd to deny) that he 
may not lawful be ſo; and that if he ſhould be fo, 
he'd be guilty of a ſecond Murder, and yet that in 
this Caſe the Magiſtrate has ſufficient Power and 
Authority to Convict and to Sentence, and put to 
death this Murderer, and wou'd be to blame if he 
ſhou'd nut do it; (and you are not pleas'd to ſay 
any thing to the contrary) from whence it plainly 
follows, that the Magiſtrate has more Power over 
this Man's Life, than he himſelf has, or wou'd have 
had in your imaginary State of Nature: And con- 
ſequently that this Power of the Magiſtrate, this 
uniſhing and avenging Power, is from God who 
as Power over all our Lives; and not from Men, 
who bave not ſuch Power over even their own 
8 

But 7t zs, you ſay, (and 't is your ſecond Excepti- 
on to my Argument) of ſinall Importance to this Que- 


- 


flion, whether a Man have any ſuch Power over bis 


own Life or no; if ſo be that he appears to have it, in 


Some particular Caſes, over the Life of others, And, 


I ſay, it is of ſinall Importance to the Queſtion, 
if he ſhould appear to have ſuch Power over the 
Lives of others, in ſome particular Caſes, unleſs it be 
likewiſe made to appear, that, he hath it in all thoſe 
Caſes wherein the Magiſtrate bath it: For if he bas 
25 5 YE not, 
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not, then all that overplus of the Magiſtrate's 
Power, all that Power which He has more than 
other Men have, or had, cou'd not be had from 
them, but muſt be deriv'd from ſome other Power ; 
and ſuch a Power of the Magiſtrate I take his pu- 
niſhing and avenging Power to be; He is the Mimſter 
of God, ſays the Apoſtle, a Revenger to execute wrath 
upon him that doeth evil. And all that you oppoſe 
to this (in the 2oth, 21ſt, and 22d Page of your 
Letter) is the mention of ſome Caſes, wherein pri- 
vate Men (eſpecially if they be ſuppos'd in Hobb's 
State of Nature) may, in their Right of Se/f-De- 
fence, kill thoſe that are endeavouring and labour- 
ing to deſtroy them. A Point I have nothing to 
fay to now, becauſe it is not at all to the Point I 
was diſcourſing of in my Sermon: And therefore 
if you had gone on upon it to the End of the 
Chapter, you might have done ſo for all me. One 
Thing indeed you do ſay, which makes it look as 
it you had ſome little mind to be ſaying ſome- 
thing to the Purpoſe, but only that you had no- 
thing to the Purpoſe, to ſay upon it. It is, Pag. 20. 
where you ſay, That, ſuppoſing no fix d Government, 
he wou'd be a publick Benefattor who ſhould kill a pub- 
lick Enemy. Upon which I crave leave to ask, whe- 
ther you mean by a publick Enemy, one that has done 
Miſchief, or one that is attempting to do Miſchief. 
For if you mean the Laſt, that is Se/f-Defence all 
over: But if the Firſt, I wou'd defire the Man, be- 
fore he is canoniz'd as a publick BenefaQtor, to 
thew his Warrant for what he did; (as the Magi- 
ſtrate in that Caſe can do, being declar'd' in Scrip- 
ture to be a Revenger to execute wrath) otherwiſe 
ſome of the State of Nature Men may perhaps take 
him to be as much a Malefactor, (in killing and 
laying Men without any Warrant or Commiſion ) 
as any of thoſe were whom he had killed. And 
again I wou'd likewiſe ask, what you ——_ 2 
br (69 "ie 
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Benefaftor ; Whether only one that does a thing 
which is Beneficral in the Event, or one that does a 
Beneficial thing by /awful means, and in a lawful and 
warrantable manner © For it you mean the Firſt, I 
doubt you mult Regiſter, even at the Top of the 
Liſt, Judas, and Pilate among the publicl: Benefa- 
ctors to Mankind: But it you mean the Laſt, it 
may be doubted whether the Non-commition'd 
Officer you ſpeak of be ſuch a Beneiactor , and to 
ſuppoſe that he is fo, is to beg the Queſtion. Ay; 
but Cain, you ſay, thought it but juſt to fear, that all 
tou d be armd againſt a Murdercr, as an Enemy to 
the whole Race of Mankind : No wonder at all at 
that, that a Murtherer, eſpecially of his own Bro- 
ther, ſhould be atraid of every Man he met: For a 

ilty Conſcience 1s very timorous; and I make no 
doubt but that many an other Murderer. has been 
afraid even of his own Shadow, but that I take to 
be no Proof, that any Shadow ever had a Commiſſion 
either from God, or the King, to be an avenger of 
Blood. 

You cloſe that Paragraph (Pag. 22.) with obſerv- 
ing, That the Parliament bath openly alſerted the Ori- 
ginal Contratt between King and People, as the Foun- 
dation of Civil Authority. Now how this Obſervati · 
on, if it be true, is to your preſent Purpoſe, which 
was to invalidate a certain Reaſon which I had 

wen to prove the Divine Original of the Magt- 
ſtrate's Power, I can't imagine; unleſs that b ng 


not able to anſwer my Argument, you was reſolv 


however to ſtop my Mouth, and Silence me tor ever 
upon that Subject, by oppoſing to me the irrefraga- 
ble Authority of that Auguſt Aſſembly. For this 
Reaſon therefore I might very well have declin'd to 
take any notice of that Paſſage; and I had done fo, 
but that, tor the Credit of Parliaments, I would not 
willingly that People ſhould believe, that the Eng//h 


Parliament has Authoritatively aflerted any other 
| | Original 
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Original of Civil Government, than the Scripture- 
Writers ſeem to haye thought of; eſpecially being 
fully perſuaded, that your Obſervation upon this 
Matter is utterly falſe and ungrounded. For tho I 
muſt own that I never read the Original Contract, (I 
don't remember that the Parliament order'd it to be 
Printed) yet I have read the Votes, and the Act 
grounded upon thoſe Votes, which you refer to; 
and (unleſs my Memory fails me very much, and I 
muſt truſt to that now, not having an opportunity 
of getting, and conſulting the Statute-Book, in the 
Place where I am) there is no ſuch thing in them as 
an Aſſertion or Declaration, (either open or ſecret - 
that the Original Contract 1s the Foundation of 
Civil Government. I won't be politive as to Words, 
but all that I remember declar'd, or aſſerted in thoſe 
| Votes and that Act, as to this Matter, is, that 
K. James had broken the Original Contract; to 
| which is added, that he had withdrawn himſelf, and 
| adbicated the Government, or Words to that effect. 
Whereupon the Parliament, finding no body in the 
Throne, and not thinking it proper or ſafe to invite 
| him back who had before broke his Contract with 
his People, filled it with Queen Mary his next Heir, 
joining with her (with her Conſent no doubt) her 
h Huſband K. Wil:am: And they Two being in the 
4 Throne, and having thereby full Authority ſo ta 
: do, did, at the Petition, and with the Conſent af 
both Houſes of Parliament, make that Settlement of 
the Crown, and Limitation of the Succeſſion, which 
we have been ſince, are now, and, I hope, ever 
ſhall be happy 1n. 

And now, in requital for your Obſervation, and 
becauſe you are pleas'd to appeal (as it were) from 
Scripture to Acts of Parhament, I cou'd obſerve to 
you, that there are (and if you require it, and will 
but allow me the Uſe of a Statute-Book, and ſiffictr 
ent Time for it, I'll undertake to name to you) at 
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leaſt Ten Acts of Parliament, wherein it is declar'd, 


as openly and plainly as Words can declare any 


thing, that the K. of England holds his Crown from 


God, is ſubject only to God, and that none in tlie 
Nation have auy Coercive Power over him. 

My Second Reaſon (as you number it Pag, 23. 
for tis a Thing I only glance at, but don't number 
as à Second Reaſon) for the Divine Original of Civil 
Authority in the Magiſtrate is, that 77s Poſition 
[ the Soveraign Power of the Supreme Magiſtrate is 
deriv'd to him from this Aggregate Body of the 
People, as by their Grant or Conceſſion ] zs direttly 
contrary to what the Apoſtle here affirms, viz. that 
there is no Power but of God. A way of Interpret« 
tion, you ſay, which will as well-prove all Uſurpers, 
all Robbers in Power, to have a Commiſſion immediately 


from God. Pray, Good Sir, where have I interpre- 


ted thoſe Words of the Apoſtle * Not in that Place 
I'm ſure; I only barely cite the Words, I only ſim- 
ply affirm, that the Poſitzon before mention'd is di- 
rectly contrary to them. And that the Reader may 
the better Judge, whether it be fo or not, I'll here 
preſent the Matter to him in another View. 


Rom. xiii. 1. 4 The Poſition. 
There 1s no Power but of | The Soveraign Power of the 
God: The Pavers that be Supreme Magiſtrate 1s de- 
are ordained of God. | rived to him from the As- 

| gregate Body of the People, 
as by their Grant or Con. 
ce ſſion. . 


If the Reader does not ſee a Contradiction between 
theſe Two Aſſertions, I can't help his Eyeſight, nor 
his Underſtanding: I make no Gloſs at all upon tie 
'Text, I give no ſtudied and elaborate Interpretation 
of it; that belongs to thoſe to do, who would have 
To 25 Pe | | it 
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it thought that there is not a Contradiction between. 
that Text, and this Poſit ion. 

But you ſay, The Apoſtle's Words taken in the 
Senſe wherein I interpret (J ſuppoſe you mean un- 
derſtand) them will as well prove all Uſurpers, all 
Robbers in Power, to have a Commiſſion immediately 
from God. But that's your Miſtake now; and by 
this I perceive plainly, that you don't know how I 
underſtand, or how 1 wou'd interpret thoſe Words 
of the Apoſtle : For, to tell you the naked Truth, I 
underſtand thoſe Words as having relation only juſt 
to that one particular Subject or Matter which the 
Apoſtle had been before ſpeaking of, and which he 
continues to diſcourſe of in the following Verſes 
that is, only to the Higher Powers, and to the Autho- 
ii of thoſe Higher Powers. I don't believe, that 
the Apoſtle had then the leaſt Thought about the Sabe- 
ans, and Chalideans, by whom Fob was plunder'd of 
all that he had; tho' he, good Man, was pleas'd to 
ſuy, The Lord gave, and the Lord hath taken away : 
And when the Apoſtle ſays, There is no Power but 
of God, I underſtand him to have meant, that there 
13 no ſuch Power, i. e. no Magiſftratical Power, but 
what is from God, or, which is all one, that the 
Magiſtrate's Power is of God; and why my ſaying 
this, and ſuppoſing that the Apoſi/e meant this, 
{hould be urg'd by you as an Argument, that I do 
believe, or that by the ſame Reaſon I ought to be- 
lieve, that all Uſurpers, and Robbers in Power have 
a 1ke Commiſſion from God, is paſt my ſkill to 
diſcern. | 

Ay but, ſay you, (Pag. 24.) Tou your ſelf are 
Peay d to maintain (you ſhou'd have ſaid grant) 
that the Forms of Government, and the Perſons go- 
werning are not always pointed out by the immediate 
vice of God. And 'tis true indeed, that I do grant 
this; and the Reaſon why I granted it was, becauſe 
it does not appear to me, that they have been 

always 
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always ſo pointed out; and beſides, I thought 1 
might grant, that they are not ſo pointed out, and 
yet not give up the other Point, ig. that their Go- 
verning Power or Authority is from God: For fo, (as 
J illuſtrated the Thing) tho' the Queen does not 
appoint the Perſon that is to be the Mayor of a Cor- 
poration, but leaves his Nomination or Choice to 
them; yet his Governing Authority, when he is cho- 
ſen and {worn Mayor, is from the Queen, and not 
from the Corporation. Now that the Governing 
Power or Authority of the Magiſtrate is from God, 
J have aſſerted, and, I think too, proved; if you 
think that the Divine Nomination of the Magiſtrate 
may be proved by the ſame Reaſons, and from the 
fame Texts, that is a Point I have not medled with, 
but left to you to make out, when you ſhall be at 
leiſure, and in the Mind to do it. That the Power 
of the Magiſtrate is from God, I argue from thoſe 
Words of Scripture | by me | | of God | and | or- 
dained of God | which I can't but believe to be 
meant either of the Magiſtrate's Nomination, or of 
his Power; and becauſe it does not appear to me, 
that they were meant of his Nomination, I conclude 
that they were meant of his Power: It you will 
not grant that they were meant of his Power, I 
leave you to prove that they were meant of his No- 
mination; Or, if you think that they were meant to 
refer neither to his Nomination, nor to his Power, I 
deſire to know what elſe you think they were meant 
to refer to; Or, if you can think of nothing elſe 
that they can be referr'd to, I beg you to inform me 
to what purpoſe they were us'd at all. 

My Third Argument (as Numbercd by you, 
Page 25.) to ſhew that the Magiſtrate's Power 1s 
not from the People, and conſequently is from God, 
is, becauſe the People can't be thought to have been 
ever in Poſſeſſion of ſuch Power, but upon the ſup- 
poſition of a thing falſe in Fact, [ vis, That there 

e were 
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were a great Number of Men living upon the Earth, 
before the Inſtitution of Civil Government, which 
whole Multitude had then by natural Right the 
{me Power over ſingle Men, which is now exercis'd 
by the Magiſtrate. | And that this ſuppoſition is 
falſe in Fact, I argue from the Hiſtory of the Cre- 
ation, as deliver'd by Moſes, which ſays exprefly 
that Eve, by her Husband Adam no doubt, was 
the Mother of all Living; fo that conſequently no 
Man, ſince the firſt Man, was ever born, but in a 


State of Subjection to ſome Human Power, whoſe 


Power over him, cou'd not therefore be de- 
rivd from him. This is the Senſe of my Argu- 
ment; to which you are pleas d to reply in Seven 
Particulars, to the End (I ſuppoſe) that what was 
wanting in Weight, might be made up by Num- 
ber. 

Your firſt Reply is not ſo much to my Argu- 
ment as to an Expreſſion in it, which you are 
pleas'd to carp at: I grant, you ſay, that this might 
poſſibly bape been true, in caſe this Multitude had 
ſprung tegether out of the Earth; or if they had 
been all created by God, at one and the ſame time; 
upon which you obſerve, (pag. 26.) that when I 
Wrote theſe Words, I did not remember that IT had 
beſore maintained, that the Power of the Magiſtrate 
cou'd not Originally be in the People, for Reaſons in- 
conſiſtent with this way of arguing: I ſuppoſe you 
meant, (for that is what you ſhou'd have faid ) 
inconſiſtent with this Conceſſion. Alas for me, that 
I ſhou'd be ſo forgetful. My Memory, I own, is 
very ſhort, but yet, I thought, not quite ſo ſhort as 
you would make it. And perhaps after all it 
may nt be ſo: For I might remember, that I had 
been before arguing, that the Magiſtrate's Power 
was not Originally from the People, becauſe it (viz. 
the Power of Life and Death) is ſuch a Power, as 
the People never had; and yet, conſiſtently enough, 

might 
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might go on and argue the ſame Point farther, by 
fhewing, that if Mo/es's Hiſtory of the Creation be 
true, (which perhaps I forgot to beg leave to 
ſuppoſe) the Magiſtrate's Power is ſuch as the 
People never cou'd have. Certainly, my Friend, 
if you had not been in ſuch haſte to Write your 
Anſwer, as not to give your ſelf time to read and 
conſider the thing that you was to give an Anſwer 
to, you cou'd never have let fall ſuch a groundleſs 
Cavil at my Expreſſion as this is. For when I 
ſaid, This indeed might poſſibly have been true, What, 
I beſeech you, was the | This ] I ſpake of? Was it 
not the whole Suppoſition immediately foregoing, 
and which I had aſſerted to be falſe in Fact; vis. 
That there were a great Number of Men living upon 
the Earth before the Inſtitution of Croil Government. 
And what's the difference in Senſe, between ſaying, 
[ This ( ſpeaking of a Suppoſition) might poſfibly have 
been es and ſaying, | This (ſpeaking ot the Mat- 
ter of the Suppoſition) might have been ſuppos'd © | 
And is there not a great deal of difference between 
allowing a thing to be true, and, for Argument ſake 
only, granting or ſuppoſing it? Dato, non Conceſſo, 
is, I'm ſure, a Phraſe that I have often heard us'd 
at the Univerſity in Scholaſtick Diſputations, with. 
out any Cenſure paſs'd upon it. But I am aſham'd 
of this Trifling; and therefore, to put an End to 
It, I give you free leave (if you have a fancy for 
one of theſe Phraſes rather than the other, or for 
any other Phraſe rather than theſe) to ſpeak to 
my Bookſeller, that, if ever he ſhou'd have occa- 
ſion to Reprint my Sermon, he ſhou'd alter thoſe 
Words you Cavil at, and inſtead of Thzs | Suppo- 
ſition ] might poſſibly have been true, you may order 
him to Print, Thzs | thing] might have been ſup- 
posd; or any other Words, that you ſhall think 
more expreſlive of that Senſe. 


Tour 
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Your Second Reply to my Afghment is grounded 
upon the Diſtinction, which I allow, between the 
Natural and Political Capacity of a Man; from 


whence you argue (Pag. 27.) That 4 Man may palli- 
Ely be born free in bis Political Capacity, tho' not free 


from all the Subjeclion due to a Father and Mother in 


his Natural Capacity; and from thence you farther 
argue, that Mens being born one of another 7s no 
Proof, that there was not a Number of Men m the 
[Vorld before the Inſtitution of Croil Government. To 
which I Anſwer, that tho, as the World now is, 


(and it is of the World, as it now is, that I am 


ſpeaking in both my Sermons) there is ground 
enough tor the Diſtinction between the Natural and 
Political Capacity of a Subject, and between Parer- 
nal and C uu Government, yet from the Beginning it 
way not ſo: For then, I * the ſame firſt Man 
who was Father, was likewiſe Civil Governour of 
al his Children; he had, I verily believe, as much 
the Power of a Civil Governour, as any King has 
now. And I believe the ſame of Noah afterwards, 
at leaſt till, upon Men's Multiplying on the Farth, 
and going out in Colomes to Places at a Diſtance, 
ſome part of that Civil Power, which was at firſt 
ſolely in Adam, or Noah, might be delegated to (or 
perhaps Uſtrp'd by) the Heads of ſuch Colonies. 
To prove this in the Ante-Diluvian State, may not 
be fo eafie; there being not above Three or Four 
Chapters in Geneſis wherein the whole Hiſtory of 
that State (after the Creation and Fall) is related : 
But it was very ſoon after the Flood, that this Civil 
Power, the Power of the Sword, the puniſhing and 
avenging Power, was commanded to be exercis d in 
the Caſe of Murder; Whe/o ſheddeth Man's Blood, by 
Man ſhall his Blood he ſbed; which Command of God 
either inſtituted a Civil Government, or ſuppoſes it 
already ſettled: For who but the Civil Magiſtrate 
wud judicially put to 2 2 Murtherer? — 

a who 


-— -w 
1 
—— — 4 2 
8 > — 
Ta 4 


pe Pe — 4252-23 2 


—ͤ —y-¼ ̃ . ˙—q: 4 —— 
— 2 — 


. rcrw.c TD. x. dit. 


— — 299 


- 


« 
* 


— * — FEE: * N 
* — WE 9 £ © a F. 


—— 


34 The Lord Biſhop of EX ETER 
who cou'd be then that Civil Magiſtrate but Noah? 
And if a Civil Government was ſettled ſo ſoon, I 
think I may conclude, that it has continued ever 
ſince: Tm ſure Ihave not read, at leaſt do not re- 
member to have read, that it has been ever inter- 
mitted, unleſs perhaps ſometimes for a ſhort while, 
by the Power of a prevailing Rebellion; or ever 
wholly laid aſide, unleſs perhaps in thofe derne fg. 
States, which you make mention of two or three 
times in your Letter, but of which, own, I do not 
know quite ſo much, as I think I do of the Ante-Di- 
luvian Political State of Mankind. And I hope I 
may have your leave to ſay, that wherever a Civil 
Government is ſettled, no Man is born otherwiſe 
than in a State of Subjection to the Civil Governour 
of his Country, as well as. to his Parents; which 1s 
all that I think I ſhalb need to contend for in this 
Place, becauſe what you farther ſay in this Para- 
graph, about Natural Right to Civil Government, 
may be more fitly eonſider'd by and by. 

Your Third Reply to my Argument (Pap. 28.) is, 
that I have miſtaken the Queſtion; that the Thing I 
ſhou'd have proved (being what I build upon, when 
E fay that no Man ſince the Firſt has been born but 
in a State of Subjection (as to his Political Capacity) 
to the Civil Government of his Country) was, that 
there never was a Time without Croil Government : 
And this, you ſay, IT have proved only by affirming 
it; You ſhou'd rather have ſaid, by ſppoſing it. To 


which I Anſwer, That, in the ſhort Compaſs of a 


Sermon, I had not room to prove every thing; and 
that this was a thing which I thought indeed had 
needed no Proof; but might be taken for granted, 


till the contrary was made to 4 However, to 


oblige yon, I have now, you ſce, in my Anſwer to 
your former Reply, offer'd at ſomewhat towards a 
Proof of this Point: And if what I have ſaid be not 
topourbatisfaction, it may perhays be enough to 4 

tisſi⸗ 
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tisfie others; at leaſt till you ſhall be pleas'd to ob- 
Lge the World with ſome better Proof, that there 
was 2 very great Multitude of Men upon the Earth 
before any Civil Government was eftabliſh'd; (of 
which, being an Affirmative, I may more reaſona- 
bly demand a Proof from you, than you can from 
me of a Negative). And when your hand is in, it 
will be a further Obligation upon the World, if you 
will be pleas'd to give an Hiſtorical Account, how 
long that TVilderneſs-State continued, and to what Pub- 
lick Bene factor the World is indebted for the noble In- 
vention of Croil Government; Whether, I mean, it 
was Dick, or Roger, or Tumbler, or Tower, that 
firſt ra; the Notion of Civil Government into the 
Peoples Heads, and ſet em all agog upon an Election: 
For tis agreed, I think, on all hands, that thoſe Four 
were the principal Proprietors in the Ifle of Pines, 

and had more Brains than any of their Neighbours. 
Your Fourth Reply to my Argument (Pag. 28, to 
21.) 1s this. If there be no ſuch thing as a Natural 
Right to Croil Government, as your Lordſhip ſaith, then 
there muſt be a State of Equality preceding the Inſtitu- 
tron of it ; and it muſt inevitably be founded upon vo- 
luntary Compact and Agreement, without which no one 
Perſon coud have any more real authentick Right to 
it, than another. And this, it may be you'll ſay, 
is ſuch a Proof on your ſide of the Queſtion, as I 
juſt now defir'd; To which I Anſwer, no, tis not ſo 
by any Means. 1. Becauſe it begins with an ; 
2. Becauſe for the Proof of the Thing contain'd in 
the Belly of this if, you bring no Reaſon, nor ſo 
much as any Authority, but only, wine, who 
you ſay have affirm'd it; and therefore granting 
it to be as you ſay, that I have afhrmed it, yet 
lince you will not allow my Authority to be of any 
weight in any other Caſe, I won't allow it to be of 
ſuch weight in this Caſe, as to be alone ſufficient to 
determine the Queſtion, But, 3d!y, and chiefly, I 
| C 2 deny 
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deny this to be ſuch a Proof, becauſe you plead my 
Authority for a thing which I never did, which, I'm 
ſure, I never meant to affirm, in that Latitude, 
wherein you are pleas'd to interpret my Words. 

Sir, The Truth of the Caſe is this: J have in my 
firſt Acceſſion Sermon theſe expreſs Words Pap. 450. 
This I take to be an undoubied Truth, thut no Man has 
a Natural Right to any thing in this World, more than 
to the Neceſſaries of Life. Whatever Right any Man 
hay to Eftate, or Dignity, or Dominion, except only 
over the Fruit of his own Body, is meerly Humane; that 
18, "tis a Right that is given by the Law of the Land, 
or the Conſtitution of the Rea/m. I have alſo in 
Pag.451 theſe Words: If this be true, that no Man 
har a Natural Right to the Government of a Kingdom, 
it remains that the only Right which any Perſon hath 
thereto, muſt be a Legal Right; that is, ſuch a Right 
as is given him by the Law and Conſtitution of the 


Realm. And there may be, for ought I know, ſome 


other Paſſages in that Sermon to the ſame purpoſe. 
For the right Underſtanding of which Words, and 
of my reaſonable Meaning in them, I muſt intreat 
you to conſider the deſign of them, as apply'd in 
that Sermon; which plainly was to ſhew, that none 
of thoſe who are put by the Succeiſion in the laſt 
Entail, or Settlement of the Crown of Eng/and, have 
4 Natural Right to the Crown: You will pleaſe alſo 
to conſider the Time when that Sermon was Preach'd; 
it was Anno Dom. 1704, it might be perhaps (for 
I have no Chronological Tables now by me) Anno 
Mund. 5704: and Jaſtlv you may likewiſe pleaſe to 
obſerve, that I only ſay, in the preſent Tenſe, no 
Man has ſuch a Right; I don't ſay, no Man ever 
had ſuch a Right. Now, therefore, ſuppoſing that 
no Man now haz (nor in the Year 1704. had) ſuch 
4 Natural Right to Civil Government, it don't there- 


fore follow, that Adam or Noah had no ſuch Right; 
Or ſuppoſing that in Times of Old, Four or Five 


Thou- 
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Thouſand Years ago, ſome Men had ſuch a Right, 
(a Natural Right, I mean, to Civil, as well as to 
Paternal Government, according to what you allow 
me to have ſaid, and which indeed I do ſay (Pag. 4. 
of my laſt Sermon) viz. that of the Eirſt Kings that 
ever were in the World, the Title was moſt probably, 
only their Paternal Right to Rule and Govern their own 
Children and Deſcendants) it does not therefore fol- 
low, that any Man now living has ſuch a Right. 
And therefore in Anno Dom. 1704, after the innume- 
rable Changes that had been made in the Govern- 
ments of all the Countries in the World, (by Rebel- 
lions, by Conqueſts, by Reſignations, by Uſurpati- 
ons, by legal or illegal Settlements, and Twenty 
other ways) I might truly ſay, that no Man had 
then a Natural Right to Dominion and Power, ex- 
cept only over the Fruit of his own Body: Ground- 
ing what I ſaid upon the Truth of a known Rule in 
ſuch Caſes, Idem eſt non eſſe, & non apparere; For 
I take it, that a Right not in Poſſeſſion, is no Right 
till 'tis made out; and therefore, becauſe I believe 
that no Natural Right to any Civil Government can 
now be made out, I made bold to ſay roundly, There 
is no ſuch Right. Notwithſtanding which I may and 
do believe, that both before, and alſo ever ſince that 
ſort of Right ceas'd, by its not being pollible to be 
proved, there has been in all Ages, and in all Coun- 
tries of the World (except only in your TWi/derneſs- 
State) ſome Civil Government ſettled ; and that in 
every Government there 1s a Supremacy, -or Supreme 
Civil Power, lodg'd ſomewhere or other, (in one, or 
in more Hands, according as the Conſtitution is) 
and conſequently that no Man, ſince the Firſt, has 
been born into the World, (unleſs in theſe Wilder- 
neſs-States) but who was born in Subjection to, or 
was (if you'll allow of a Phraſe which I aſſure you 
is a Legal one) a Natural-born Subje of the Su- 
preme Governor of that Nation or Country wherein 
he was born. C3 And 
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And whereas in this ſame Paragraph you are 
pleas'd to expreſs ſome wonder, to find me, as 
you ſay, urging ſuch Arguments as ſeem inconſiſtent 
wth my own Conceſſions, by which, I ſuppoſe, you 
wou'd mean to inſinuate, as if there was an incon- 
ſiſtency between my former Conceſſion, that there 
z no natural Right to Cuil Government, and this 
Aſſertion in my laſt Sermon, that The Title of the 
firſt Kings in the World was moſt probably their Pa- 
ternal (which is a Natural) Right, I leave it to the 
Reader to Judge, whether there is ſuch an Incon- 
ſiſtency therein, as deſerves your wonder, or was 
ſufficient to cauſe you to expreſs aſtoniſhment at it. 
However for the ſake of theſe and ſome other Paſ- 
ſages, which you are pleasd to carp at as incon- 
liitent, I can't but think it my great Misfortune, 
that when you was writing this Letter to me, you 
was not in that good Mood, in that ſame Recon- 
ciling Temper, that you was in, when you Pen'd 
your exccllent Sermon, and its Defence: tor I can't 
but fancy (it may perhaps be Self- love which 
makes me think 15 ) that it would not have re- 
quired near ſo much Art and Pains, to reconcile 
me with myſelf, in thoſe Places wherein we may 
be thought moſt to differ, as it did to reconcile the 
Doctrine taught by St. Paul in Rom. 13, and by the 
Church of England in the Articles, Liturgy, and 
Homilies, with the Notion of the People's being the 
Or ginal of all Civil Power, and with the Lawful- 
neſs of Reſiſtance and Rebellion, whenever the Peo- 
ple ſhall judge it neceſſary. But we ha'nt yet quite 
done with the Hider neſs-State; for 

Your Fifth Reply to my Argument (Pag. 31.) 
is grounded upon an Obſervation you make, that 
there are at this Day, and have been in every Age, 
Inſtances of People in the uncivilia d Parts of the 
World, without any eſtabliſhd Civil Government, 
There are, you ſay, and There have been ſt — 
| | Well 
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Well, 'tis a mighty Advantage to a Man to have 
been A great Reader and a great Traveller; ſuch 
21 one muſt needs know abundance of Things 
which another Man would never have thought of. 
But as to thoſe poor Wretches you ſpeak of, I pity 
them with all my heart. What, without Guvern- 
ment? why they had een as goad be wit! out Rain 
an Clouds, without Moon and Stars, nay and 
without Sun too; and of all the Countries in the 
World, I'm ſure I ſhou'd never have choſen to 
Travel into theſe Parts; I'd ſooner have gone into 
2 Wilderneſs of Wald Beaſts. But 'tis very much 
that ſome of their Neighbours are not wiſer than 
theſe People, nay and kinder too to them than 
they are to themſelves, by forcing em to be un- 
der Government whether they will or no. No, ſay 
you, that can't he, at leaſt, that muſt not be; for, 
as you go on, If ever Government comes to be right 
fully ſettled among them, it muſt be by voluntary Com- 
fact and Agreement. Worſe and worſe ſtill; For 
there muſt be many a bloody Noſe, I'll warrant you, 
before they'll all came into ſuch a voluntary Compact: 
And if it be made otherwiſe than with a Nemine Con- 
?radicente, there will want ſomewhat of Rightfzl in 
it; for the People are ſuppos'd by you to be all 
equal, in a Szate of great Equality; and in that Caſe 
I don't ſee how the Men (if by a wonderful Chance 
they ſhould be all of a Mind) can conelude tke 
Agreement without a like Unamious Conſent of the 
omen, nor how they can both do it without all the 
hiidren's Conſent; and tho' a facit Conſent might 
be thought ſufficient in thoſe, who, if they had not 
hked the Agreement, had Power to- declare their 
Diſſent, and enter their Proteſt ; yet why thoſ 

who can't write nor ſpeak at. all, ſhou'd be preſum' 

to give a tacit Conſent, I can ſee no good Reaſon. 
So that if this voluntary Compact and Agreement 
de the only poſſible way, by which Government can 
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ever be ſettled among them, I ſee no Remedy but 
they muſt e'en fight it out till Doom's-day parts em; 
unleſs they ſhou'd all happen to be kill'd before that 


time. But I remember I have read a Story; 'tis, I 


think, in the famous Hiſtory of Ap, who, I 
aſſure you, tells abundance of pretty old Stories, 
which (eſpecially with Sir Roger's Comment upon 
them) may be very inſtructive. By ſaying which, 
I wou'd not however be underſtood to mean (and ta 
prevent Miſtakes and Miſrepreſentat ions, J do here- 
by profeſs that I do not mean) to declare my unſcign- 
ed Aſſent and Conſent to all and every thing contained 
in that Book: No, the Book is I believe at leaſt as 
big as a Common-Prayer Book, and I don't know 
what odd Paſſages may be lurking in ſome Corner or 
other of it; there may be, for ought I know, ſome 
Exprellions in it as hardly reconcileable to my No- 
tions, as there are in the other Book to yours; For, 
whoſe Miniſter the is, whoſe Authority ſhe bath, and 
the only Ruler of Princes, &c. are ſtubborn Expreſſi- 
ons; and I wou'd not, by too halty a Declaration 
be forc'd upon the deadly Trouble that there ſome- 
times is in reconciling ſeeming Contradictions : But I 
had almoſt forgot my Tale; It is, Sir, of a certain 
Bog-trotting Generation, which (being without a 
King) took another courſe than what you ſpeak of 
to get them a King; they pray'd to Jupiter, the 
Story ſays, and He (how righttully I won't deter- 
mine) fent them a King; Firſt, one that they did 
not like, and after that another that was ten times 
worſe: And then, poor Creatures, how glad wou'd 
they have been, to have been reſtor'd to their pri- 
ftine State of perfect Equality ? But that cou'd not 
be; they were chain d down to Slavery; and tho 
they had never, for ought appears, given up the 
Natural Right of Self- Defence, it did them na man- 
ner of ſervice; they had no Remedy left but Pati- 
ence. But here perhaps you'll object apd ſay, = 

| there 
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there ſeems to have been a voluntary Agreement of 
all theſe Frogs, at leaſt to the Petition which they 
preſented to Jupiter: and therefore, to be more grave, 
as well as to come cloſer to the Po.nt, you may re- 
member, that the poor I/rae/ttes in Agypr (conſi- 
der'd as a diftin& People from the Fgyptions ) were 
during their continuance in that Country as well as at 
terwards; in a ſort of Wi/derneſs-State, (tho' I won't be 
poſitive that there was a perfe# Equality among them 
becauſe, if there was but ſuch a perfect Equality 
among all the Heads of their Tribes, tis all one to 
my purpoſe) and you may remember, that then 
God, to fave them the trouble of an Eledtion, and 
of drawing up the Articles of an Original Compact, 
and, for ought appears, without ſo much as aſking 
their Conſent, was pleas'd to appoint them a Civil 
Governor of his own Nomination, I mean Moſes, 
with juſt ſo much Power as he thonght fit to give 
him: And you may remember that he did the ſame 
Thing for them ſeveral tunes after that. And his 
Right to do this, will not, I hope, be diſputed by 
any, but the Author of The Rights &c. Sir, I don't 
ſay that God will always tins interpoſe to ſettle 
Government in all 1Wi/derneſs-States, (that it would 
be a Favour if he wou'd do ſo I will dare to ſay) 
but I mention this only to ſhew, that there 1s one, 
and ſo that there may potlibly be ſome other way, 
of righttully ſettling a Civil Government among 
ſuch People; which you did not think of, when you 
affirm'd, that it cou'd not be done otherwiſe than by 

voluntary Compatt. , 27 
Your Sixth Reply to my Argument (as you num- 
ber it, tho' how it oppoſes my Argument is hard to 
gueſs) is Pag. 31, &c. and to this purpofe; That if I 
cou'd demonſtrate, that the Authority of Governors 
comes from God, in the __ inconſiſtent with the Sup- 
poſition of a Contract founded upon a State of Equality, 
you can't ſee what mighty Advantage I ſhou'd procure ” 
Ihe 
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the Cauſe I defend. Truly, Sir, I think I ſhou d 
thereby procure all the Advantage to the Cauſe I de- 
fend, that I ever propos'd or deſir d; For, Sir, to be 
plain with you, I think I ſhou'd gain my Point; 
and it you don't ſee this, that's none of my Fault. 
For the only Point I was concern'd about, in the 
bandling of that Argument, was indeed this very 
thing; vis. (as you are pleas'd to expreſs it, for I 
muſt own I did not uſe juſt the very tame Words) 
That the Authority of Governours comes from God in 
tbe Senſe inconſiſtent with the Suppoſition of a Contract 
founded upon a State of Equality. I deſire the Reader 
to look into that part of my Sermon (Pag. 10.) and 
to ſee with his own Eyes, whether that ben't the very 
Point contended for: And theretore I ſay it over 
again, that if that Point thall be demonſtrated, 
I ſhall gain my Point; and I beg leave to ſay far- 
ther, that if I have demonſtrated it, I have gain'd 
my Point. And 1s not that now a mighty Advan- 
tage to the Cauſe I defend? Truly, I think it ſuck 
an Advantage, that I reſt my ſelf very well contented 
with it, and deſire nothing more. | 
And as to what follows in that Paragraph (from 
Pag. 31, to 35.) I ſhall not need to ſay much, no- 
thing more than only that the Charge, there inſinu- 
ated againſt me, is utterly falſe and groundleſs; 
for I never athrm'd, (which 1s all that in thoſe Pages 
you offer to diſprove) That the Authority which the 
Magiſtrate has from God is ſuch as Commiſfions him, 
j be pleaſes, to ruine bis Subjefts. Yes, you ſay, I 
have affirm'd, (and for that we muſt go back to the 
Sermon in 1704.) That it is in the Power of the Su- 
preme Legiſlative Authority to make what Alterations 
at pleaſes in the Form and Manner of the Govern- 
ment: and that I have ſaid ſomewhat to that pur- 
poſe I grant; but I am ſure I never ſaid, that the 
Legiſlators may lawfully and warrantably exercile 
this Power to the Ruine of their Subjects. I * 
ay 
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ſay that a Change, made by the Legiſlators, in the 
Form and Manner of a Government, is as regularly 
made, as any ſuch Change can be made; and that, 
being made, it is ſo far valid as to bind the Subjects: 
But I'm ſure I did not ſay, that every ſuch Change, 
only for its being made by the Supreme Legiſlative 
Power, muſt needs have been neceſſary, juſt, and 
reaſonable in itſelf. I might ſay that the whole Le- 
giſlative Power might make ſuch a Change: but I'm 
{ure I did not ſay, that, in caſe the Power be in more 
Hands than One, (as with us it 1s) one Part of the 
Legiſlative Power, without the Conſent, and againſt 
the Will of the other Part, might regularly make 
ſuch a Change. I might ſay, that the Subjects of any 
State, ſuppoſing them to be Subjects and not Sove- 
raigns, (which you, : grounding your Notion upon a 
p Suppoſition that all Governments aroſe from Election 
of the People, and that in ſuch Election they always 
. reſerv'd to themſelves a Soveraign Power over their 
A Elected Governours, do ſuppoſe them to be; I might 
4 I fay affirm, that the Subjects of a State) are bound 
to acquieſce in any Alteration in the Manner of Go- 


n vernment, made by the Soveraign Legiſlative Power; 
. and have no Appeal left but to God, the only Ruler 
1 of Princes, and Supreme Governor of the World: 
3 But I'm ſure I did not ſay, that the Supreme Legi: 
es ſlative Power can never aggrieve its Subjects, or that 
be it can never make any Alteration in the Manner of 
, Government, or the Conſtitution, contrary to the 


Iwill of God, or that it has Commiſſion from God 
to make any ſuch Alteration. I appeal to the Rea- 
der, (deſiring him firſt to read over caretully and at- 
tentively all that Part of my Sermon in 1704. which 
you refer to) whether I have affirm'd any thin 

more in that Sermon, than what I have now allow'd, 
that I did ſay or might ſay, and be reaſonably ſup- 
pos'd to mean. And therefore whereas ( beſides 
lome other ſcurvy Hints elſewhere in that Paragraph 
an 
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and indeed throughout your whole Letter) you have 
directly charg'd me (Pag. 33, 34.) with ſaying, in 
effect, That a King, tied by the Conſtitution to rule 
according to the eſtabliſh'd Laws, has yet a Commiſſion 


from God to do otherwiſe ,, that being (as in Elective 


Kingdoms) choſen only for his Life, he has immediate- 
ly Authority from God to Change, by his own A only, 
this Elective into a Hereditary Kingdom; and that the 
Parliament (according to the Stile of thoſe Times 
when Ordinances of Parliament were in Faſhion, tor 
you add) choſen by the People to maintain our Conſti- 
tution, and enact wholſom Laws (that is the Houſe of 
Commons only ; without King, and Houſe of Lords, 
who are not among us choſen by the People) re. 


cerve immediately from God Authority to ruine it, if 


they think fit, and to conſent to the turning it inta an 
Abſolute Monarchy, nay to the ſubjetting it to the King 
of France, or of any other Country, and that the People 
are in a State of Damnation, unleſs they meekly ſubmit to 
all this, c: Whereas, I ſay, you do there charge me 
with having effeTually affirm'd all this, and much more 
too in that Sermon, I can do no more at preſent, 
than only deny the Charge, and plead not guilty; 
referring my ſelf to be try'd by God and my Country, 
and allowing any Jury of 12 good Men and true to 
be that Country, not exceptmg againſt any one Per- 
ſon's being on the Pannel but only Mr. Benj. Hoadly, 
Refor of St. Peters Poor: Till which Tryal ſhall be 
over, I deſire you to ſuſpend your Wonder at what 


you call my. aſtoniſhing Poſitions, and in the mean | 


time to ſee what, better Work you can make of it 
The Queſtions, Sr, are, or may, I think, be re- 
duc'd to theſe Two. I. Whether the Mods or Form 
of Government, being ſuppos'd to be a Humane 
Conſtitution, is alterable by any Humane Power 
whatſoever; and, 2. If, in the Nature of the Thing, 
it be alterable, what Humane Power it is that - 
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moſt regularly make ſuch Alteration; 7. c. whether 
the Legiſlative Power (wherever lodg'd) may do it 
alone, or whether the Governed Part can 'do it by 
themſelves; or, whether, before any ſuch Alteration 
can be made, (I ſay any ſuch Alteration, for the 
{ame Power that muſt make the Alteration, muſt 
likewiſe judge of what weight and conſequence the 
Alteration is; whether I ſay, before any ſuch Alte- 
ration can be regularly and validly made) the whole 
Magazine of Original Power mult be brought toge- 
ther, ſo as that not the leaſt Prerogative can be taken 
from, or added to the Crown, nor the leaſt Liberty 
taken from, or granted to the Subject, without ſum- 
moning all the People, great, and little, Men, Wo- 
men, and Children, Tag, Rag, and Bobtail, to 
meet together upon Salisbury Plain, in ſuch manner 
as they did, when they firſt roſe up out of the Natu- 
ral State of great Equality. And if, in the Reſolution 
of theſe Queſtions, you do not in the main fall in 
with me, and ſay, that it is in the Legiſlative 
Power, wherever lodgd, to make ſuch Alterations; 
and that they who have that Power are the proper 
Judges, what Alterations are neceſſary and reaſona- 
ble;and that tis but fit that their Reſolutions and ſudg- 
ment ſhould be acquieſc'd in by all that are ſubject 
to their Legiſlature; I much fear you will be forc'd 
to advance ſome Poſitions much more aſtoniſhing, 
than any that I have really advanc'd. Not but 
that aſter all there may be ſome difference (if you 
wou'd come over to me in this Point) remaining be- 
tween us, about the Proprietors of this Legiſlative 
Power; who, I may think, are, in ſome Governments 
only the King, in others, only the Senate, in our 
own, King, Lords, and Commons; and who, you 
iy think, were, are, and ever unalterably muſt be, 
In all Conſtitutions, the Coblers and Tinkers; at 
laſt in common with the Gentle Folks of the High- 
eſt Rank; becauſe time was (when Adam _ 
an 
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and Eve Span) when they were all Coblers and Tin- 
kers, Gardiners, and Spinſters, or not one wlut bet- 
ter. And if indeed the Propriety of Soveraign Pow- 
er be wholly, ſolely, and unalienably in the Popu- 
lace, then I likewiſe muſt grant to you, even ac- 


cording to my own Principles, that the Power of 


making any Alterations 1n the Manner of the Go- 


vernment is only in them; and that there is nothing 


elſe needful to make all the Scepters and Crowns in 
the World tumble down at once, to aboliſh all Se- 
nates, and diſſolve all Parliaments, but only for 
them, when Legion is met together upon the Plain, 
to ſay the Word, Gentlemen as ye were. And yet 
before I grant that, I'll take a little time to enquire, 
whether in making the late Happy Union between 
the Two Nations, every Boor's and Highlander's 
Vote was aſk*d, and given, before it was eltabliſh'd; 
and whether in Caſe there was one Diſſenter, and 
tho' the Electors did not expreſly Commiſſion the 
Elected to treat of, and conſent to a Union, it be 
not however on all hands agreed, that all ſtand bound 
by the Legiſlature, tho? in ſo great an Alteration of 
the Conſtitution of both Kingdoms. 

Your ſeventh and laſt Reply to my Argument 
(Pag. 35, 36, 37.) is only a Propoſal of your own 
Scheme of the Original of Civil Government; which, 
ſo far as it is contrary to what I have aſſerted in my 
Sermon, has been already conſider d; and to whucl 
ſo far as it maintains the Natural Right of Se/- 
Defence, J have promis'd (having faid nothing of 
it before) to ſay nothing now. And therefore where- 
as you ſay, From the whole T think it evident, that 
the Magiſtrate hath no Authority, properly ſpeaking, 
but what the whole Community, or Governed Society, 
have in themſelves, ſuppoſing no Magiſtrate, and con- 


ſequently none but what may be transferr'd to him by 


the Governed Society; T beg leave to ſay, on the 


other fide; From the whole I think it is evident, that 
4 the 
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the Magiſtrate hath ſome Authority, properly ſpeaking, 
(1 have inſtanc d in that of judging, and putting to 
death in cold Blood) which zhe whole Community or 
Governed Soctety have not in themſelves, ſuppoſing no 
Magiſtrate, and which conſequently cou'd not be trans- 
ſerrd to him by the Governed Soctety. 

The 3d Part of your Letter is wholly ſpent in 
Proving, that St. Paul's Words are applicable to the 
Omce of Government in General, 1. e. to all Go- 
vernours, Subordinate as well as Supreme: With 
all my heart, Sir; only, if all Governours are there 
ſpoken of, I wou'd not have it thought, that the 
Supreme Governour of all was meant to be excepted; 
I can't think it likely that St. Paul, writing to Rome 
upon this Subject, never ſo much as thought of the 
great Governour that lived there, and had his Title 
trom thence; and that's all I thought of in my Ser- 
mon. Theſe are my very Words, Vith Regard to 
them, (i. e. the Roman Emperors) for it mult have 
been with a ſpecial regard to the Emperor then Reign- 
ing, whether it was Claudius or Nero, both of. them 
very bad ones, he ſays, Whoſoever reſiſteth, Cc. 
Pray obſerve, I don't ſay, with Regard to them only, 
but, with a ſpecial Regard to them; and I fay alfo 
to them, and not to him: I don't therefore ſo poſi- 
tively confine the Apoſtle's Diſcourſe to Nero, or to 
any one particular bad Emperor; I only ſuppoſe, that 
it a bad Emperor was at that time Reigning, (I add 
now, if any bad Emperor had then Reigned within 
the Memory of Man, or might poſſibly Reign at 
any time before the End of the World) it is not 
likely that the Apoſt/e, Writing upon this Subject 
in an Epiſtle deſign'd for the inſtruction of Chri- 
ſtians in all Ages, thou'd not have that Caſe in his 
Eye. But I never ſuppos'd but that he might think 
of a Pro-conſul as well as of an Emperor, of Pilate, 
Flix or Feſtus, as well as of Nero; and of a good 
Covernour as well as of a bad one, Therefore, 


Praꝙ, 
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pray, Good Sir, don't be ſo very angry about this 
matter. . 

And now I come to the 4th Part of your Letter; 
to which, and to the Concluſion (Pag. 40 to 52) I 
{hall need to Write very little in Anſwer becauſe | 
moſt of this Part of your Letter is about Subjects / 
which I have ſaid nothing of in my Two Acceiſion / 
Sermons ; as Self-Preſervation , Self-Defence , The / 
Aladneſs of a Prince or a Father ; What Steps were f 


taken in the Revolution; What Ground it ſlands upon; l 

That there were more Heads and Hands engag'd in N 

the Revolution, than in the Murder of King Charles 0 

the kirft ; that it has been follow'd by a long and ex- n 

penſive War , That Rebellions have ſometimes had be- . 

neficial Conſequences ;, That ſome have gone further 6 

thun others in endeavouring to reconcile Men to the f. 

preſent Conſtitution; That they are not to be blamed p] 

who go fartheſt in this good Vor; That Foundations to 

4 are not tobeUndermin'd; and Twenty other ſuch Sub- Ty 
N jects, about which you are pleas'd to ſhew your EI 
N Reading, and exerciſe your Reaſoning, but which bu 
Ly. (although your Letter about them 1s Written pr 
5 to me) I can yet think my ſelf under no obli- Cl 
1 gation to Write about to you. Nor had I, perhaps, ng 
6 taken the Trouble, at a Time ſo inconvenient and ot! 
N unſeaſonable, of Writing ſo much to you as I. have & 
if already done, but only that by your repeated m- 000 
* plaints (p. 10 and 51) of your former Book's not * 
0 being Anſwer'd, I apprehend that you would have Cho 
a complain d much more, in Caſe your Letter of anc 
4 Conſiderations had not been at all conſider'd, not the 
1 even by the Perſon you ſent it to. Not but that ons 
1 for my not Anſwering your preſent Letter, if I had Wit 
F not done it, as well as for no Body's having thought ler 
4 fit to Write an Anſwer to your Meaſures of Obed- W por 
4 erce, I cou'd, if I was put to it, give Reaſons more and 
1 than one; But they are very ſcurvy ones, and mit 
+ therefore I won't mention them. f ml 
1 There rot 
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There are but Two Things in all that Part of your 
Letter, from Pag. 40 to the End, which I can think my 
ſelf at all oblig'd to take notice of. 

One is (Pag. 40, vg.) the Exception you take to my 
Third Inference, and this Paſſage therein in particular; 
Ibo" the Laws of our eartbly Governors ſhou'd in ſome In- 
Rances be contrary to the Divine Laws (upon which Suppo- 
ſition the Magiſtrate does certainly exceed the Bounds of his 
Commiſſion) yet this does not void their Authority, They 
are the Miniſters of God for all this: Whereupon you im- 
mediately aſk this Queſtion; In what I beſeech you? But 
before you had aſk'd me this Queſtion you might have 
read on to the End of the Sentence; Or elſe there were 
none that were ſo, there were none that cou'd be calld ſo, 
then the Apoſtle wrote this Epiſtle ; and then have an- 
ſier'd a few Queſtions which thoſe Words did, by Im- 
plication, put to any Perſon that ſhou'd be in the mind 
to take Exceptions to the foregoing Paſſage; as namely, 
[ho was the Miniſter of God when St. Paul wrote that 
Epiſtle; Whether there was then any ſuch Perſon, or 
hut One, or more than One; Whether the Laws of the Em- 
fire (however they might not be, by every Governor, 
Clef and Subordinate, always rigidly executed) were 
not in direct oppoſition to Chriſtianity ; Whether this and 
other general Diſcourſes of St. Paul, and the like of 
St. Peter, about Subjedtion to the Higher Powers, to Prin- 
apalities, and Powers, to the King as Supreme, and unto 
Governors as ſent by him, were deſigned for the Uſe of 
(briſtians only during the firſt Eve Tears of Nero's Reign, 
and whenever ſuch another Calm ſhou'd happen; and 
the like. And for your Help in anſwering theſe Queſti- 
ons, as they have relation to that Paſſage in my Sermon 
winch you find fault with, you might have gone to the 
next Lawyer, and aſk'd him, whether a Mayor of a Cor- 
poration (my beloved, however unfortunate Inſtance) 
and a Juſtice of the Peace, acting by the Queen's Com- 
miſſion, are, pſo _ outed of their Office and Com- 
mon, in Caſe they do, at any time, any one thing, 
Mt warranted by their Centos: and likewiſe — 

Other 


by any ſuch Officer, has againſt ſuch Officer, beſides appealing 


was thought a very good Book when I was a Youngſter, tho 
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other legal Remedy, any Subject, that thinks himſelf aggriev d 


ro ſome ſuperior Officer, or Court, or to the Queen's Majeſty. 
For I (ignorant as I am in the Laws) am apt to think, that, 
if, in fuch Caſe, the Perſon thinking himſelf aggriev'd, ſhou'd 
Cudgel the Mayor, or run upon the Juſtice with his drawn 
Sword, the next neighbouring Juſtice, or, if he ſhou'd not be 
in the way, this very Mayor or Juſtice, might warrantably lay 
the Man by the Heels, and bind him to anſwer for what he 
had done, as for a high Miſdemeanor, at the next Aſſzes. And | 
Jam further of Opinion, that the learned Judges upon the | 
Bench wou'd allow ſuch Commitment to be good; tho' per- 
haps at the {ame time they'd reprimand the Mayor or Juſtice, 
for giving the Man ſuch Provocation to fly in the Face of 


Authority. 
And now to your Queſt ion; In what, ſay you, are Magiftrates k 


the Ainiſi ers of God, when they make Laws contrary to the t 


Divine Laws, and exceed the Bounds of their Commiſſion? ? 
Why, Sir, my humble Opinion is, that, tho' as bad Magi- t 
ſtrates they tranſgreſs the Rules which God had given them to 
govern by, yet as Magiſtrates or Governors, they are ſtill the (4 
Miniſters of God: Juſt as a Prieſt is the Eccleſiaſtical Miniſter MI « 
of God, and all prieſtly Acts done by him are valid, and the Wl - 
People are bound to hearken to him, and obey him in all that . 
he teaches agreeably to the Doctrine ot the Goſpel; altho'in MW «: 
ſome one or more Sermons he ſhou'd (as the Scribes and Phari- MW tr 
ſees did of old, and ſome others have done ſince) make void the Wl +» 
Law of God, by teaching the People, not to render to Cælar the 
Things that are Cæſars, and ſuffering Men in ſome Caſes no more Ml fl: 
to Honour their Father and Mother: Nay, and my Opinion ſtill WM az 
further is, that they are actually Prieſts, and Miniſters of Jelus an 
Chriſt the Prince of Peace, even at the very Time, that they MW « 
exceed the Bounds of their Commiſſion, and are Preaching up MW & 
Reſiſtance and Rebellion. And this is all the Anſwer to this b 
Qu:ition that 1 am at preſent at leiſure to give; becauſe it 
wou'd take up as much Paper to jay all that might be proper to 
be 1a: upon this Subject, as I have alread / us'd in the forego- 
ing Letter: And beſides it is a very gocd Subject, and I havea 
mind yo keep it, perhaps, for another Acceſſion- Sermon. 
However, that 1 maynit too much diſappoint you, belides 
what has been already ſaid, I'll return you another ſhort Am. 
{wer to it out of the /Yhole Duty of Man, which J afſure you 


the worldly-wiſe World is grown wiſer ſince, and, by cutting 


oft all the Paſſive or Suffering Duties of Chriſtianity, 1 
f er 


ANSWER ro Mr. Hoadly's LETTER. 51 


der d a great Part of the New Teſtament obſolete, and made 
the hole Duty of Man, much leſs than it was. But my Book, 
my Whole Dut) of Man, I mean, (as well as my Bible) is of the 
old Edition, wherein I find, and you may read, theſe Words. 
We are to pay them Obedience. Thu tu likewiſe 


frictly charged by the Apoſtle, 1 Pet. 2. 13. Sub- whole Duty 
mit your ſelves to every ordinance of man for of Aar. 
the Lord's fake, whether it be to the King as Su- Sund. xiv. 


preme, or unto Governors as thoſe that are ſent by 9 5. 
him. Me owe ſuch an obedience to the ſupreme power, I 
that whoever 1s authorized by him, we are to ſubmit to; an 
Y Paul Likewiſe 1s moſt full to this pur poſe, Rom. 13. 1. Let every 
ſoul be ſudject to the higher Powers: And again, Verſe 2. Who- 
loever reſiſteth the powers, reſiſteth the Ordinance of God. 
Ard tis obſervable that theſe precepts were given at a time, when 
thoſe powers were Heathens, and cruel per ſecutors of Chriſtianity ; 
to ſhew tus, that no pretence of the wickedneſs of our Rulers can tree 
us of this duty. An obedience we muſt pay either Active or Paſſive : 
the active in the caſe of all lawful commands; that is, when ever 
the Magiſtrate commands — which is not contrary to ſome 
command of Cod, we are then bound to act according to that command 
of the Hagiſtrate, to do the thing he requires, But when he enjoyns 
any thing contrary to what God hath commanded, we are not then ta 
pay him this aft ive obedience ; we may, nay we muſt refuſe thus to 
att, Het here we muſt be very well aſſured that the thing is ſo con- 
trary, and not pretend conſcience for a cloak of ſtubbornneſs) we are 
in that caſe to obey God rather than man. But even this is a ſea- 
{mn for the paſſive obedience, we muſt patiently ſuffer, what he in- 
flicks on us for ſuch refuſal, and not, to ſecure our ſelves, riſe up 
azainſt him, For who can ſtretch his hand againſt the Lord's 
anointed, and be guiltleſs? /ays David to Abiſhai, 1 Sam. 26.9. 
and that at a time when David was under a great perſecution from 
Saul, zay, had alſo the aſſurance of the Kingdom after him; and 
d, Paul's ſentence in this caſe is moſt heavy, Rom. 13. 2. They that 
reliſt ſhall receive to themſelves damnation. Here is very ſmall 
ercouragement to any to riſe up againſt the lawful Magiſtrate, for 
though they ſhould ſo far proſper here, as to ſecure themſelves from 
lim by this means, yet there is a hing of Kings from whom no power 
can (helter them, and this damnation in the cloſe will prove a ſad 
prize of their Viftories., 

The only other Thing in this laſt Part of your Letter, which 
[ can think needful for me to take any notice of, is in Pag-46- 
where (that your Letter, I ſuppoſe, might be all of a Piece, and 
end, as 1t began, with a foul and falſe Charge upon me) you are 
pleas d to ſay, that I aſſure x world, that Her Majeſty's Title 

2 L 
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is only that of a ſucceſsful Vſurpation. How's this? What? Hey 
AMajeſtys Title to the Crown only that of a ſucceſsful Vſurpation? 
And have I ſaid this? Have I indeed faid it, and that too, not 
as whiſpering it in ſecret to ſome truſty diſaffected Perſons, but 
declaring it publickly, publiſhing it from the Pulpit and trom 
the Preis too? Have I {aid it, and that, not letting it ſlip from 
me as an haſty and inadvertent Expreſſion, but gravely and 
ſolemnly, giving my Word upon it? Have I thus aſſured the 
World, that Her Majeſty's Title to the Crown is only that of a ſuc. 
ceſ ful Vſurpation? It I have done any ſuch thing, God forgive | 
me; and thanks to the Queen for her late gracious Pardon, | 
paſſed into an Act ſince the Printing of my laſt Sermon: For it i 
I have indeed ever ſaid the Thing I am here charg'd with, not ( 
only barely faying it, but ſtanding in it, and aſſ#ring the World n 
of it, I know what I delerv'd, and it was not a Biſhoprick I'm it 
ſure, Ceaſe then from henceforward your Wonder, that a t 
Man ot y Character and Authority ſhou'd do ſuch a Thing, f. 
and wonder rather that the Government, even Her Majeſties be 
| moſt Mild and Gentle Government, ſhou'd ſuffer ſuch a Thing, N 
, eſpecially when done fo openly, and by a Man of ſuch Character ¶ cu 
! and Authority too, to pats unpuniſh'd; wonder rather at my 

7 not being particularly, and by Name, excepted out of the late 
if Act of gracious Pardon, and rejoice with me upon my fortu- 
| 


| nate Eſcape: And I, in return, will do the fame Thing with 

| vou, who, for your Sermon and its Detence, was certainly | 

| well nigh in the ſame Danger. This I'm ſure of, that ſome | 
14 unfortunate Wretches, who between the Years 40 and 60 of 
| the lait Century, had Preach'd, Printed, and Practis'd a little 


| 
9 too much according to the Principles advanc'd and maintain d 
"I by you in thofe Two Books, wou'd have given all they were 
* worth in the World, not to have been excepted out of ſuch 
1 an Act. And therefore, I hope, I may without offence ſay to 
you (eſpecially ſince it you believe the Truth of your own 
| Charge againſt me, you mutt think that I ſay the fame to my 
| ſelt) in the Words of Scripture: Behold thou art made whle, 
| fin no more leſt a worſe thing come unto thee, 
| * Well bur what is all this ro the Purpoſe, you'll fay ? This 
* is the Charge I have brought againit you; that you, mt 
ce having the Fear of God, &c. have dared to aſſwre the World, 
* thar Her Majeſty's Title, &c. And now you have read the braie 
Charge can you deny it? Can you diſprove it? Or what vhich 
other Anſwer can you make to it? | both it 
Why, Sir, 1. As to other Anſwer, I don't know but 
that I might Anſwer it by an Action of Scand. Mag., but that 
I ſhou'd tcorn to fight an Adverſary with unequal Weapon. 
2. 
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N 2. As to Diſproof ; I beg your pardon for that; Afirmanti in- 
? cumbit Carve > you know is a ſettled Rule. The Proof lies on 
It your Part, and it belongs to you to make good your Charge, 
at and as for the Diſproof of it, that's a Thing I ſhan't ſo much 
m as think of, till you ſhall be pleas'd to add Time, Place, and 
m other Circumſtances ot the Fact, by your mention of which, I 
nd might be furniſh'd with ſome Materials towards the Proof even 
be of a Negative» I mean plainly this; You ſhou'd have ſaid 
* where, in what Sermon, and in what Page of that Sermon, I 
ve have plainly ſaid thoſe Words, or given this Aſſurance to the 
on, World. I fay, plainly; for I muſt tell you, that I will nor 
rif allow, nor will any equal Judge allow, of an Iunuendo Proof ot a 


10t Charge of ſuch a high Nature as this is; eſpecially as it may be 
rid MW manag'd and improv d by one that is able to ſhew, that St. Paul, 
Im in the 13th Chap. to the Romans, does not ſay any thing for 
t a the Divine Inſtitution of Magiſtracy, nor for a Divine Commil- 
ng, MW fon granted to the Magiſtrate, nor againſt Reſiſtance and Re- 
ties MW bellion, in caſe the Subject thinks himſelf greatly aggrievd: 
ng, MW No, I'll ne er truſt my Life in the Hapds of a Man fo deadl 
der WM cunning at Proving and Diſproving; unleſs I may firſt bar all 
my Linuendo Proofs, Till therefore you ſhall bring ſome clear 
late Proof of your Charge againſt me, I ſhall have nothing to do, 
rtu- but only 
with 3. Stoutly to deny it, and to aſſure the World (upon all the 
; Charatter and Aut hority that I have) that the Charge is utterly 
and entirely falſe. And from you, who, being my Accuſer, 
ought not to be my Judge, I appeal 1. to the World (allowing 
that to be both Witneſs and Judge) tojudge, whether I have 
aid this Thing to them, much more aſſur d them of it; allow- 
ing you nevertheleſs, to furniſh them with the beſt Proofs you 
have ot the Matter. From you I appeal 2. to Her Majeſty 
your Superior, I hope, you'll grant) who commanded the. 
Printing of one of theſe Sermons, and has been gracioully 
pleas d to accept a Copy of the other; to Her I appeal, whether 
from any Thing ſhe heard in the One, or has read in the 
Other, ſhe has any Suſpicion that my Opinion is, That her 
Title to the Crown is only that of a ſucceſsful Vſurpation, or thinks 
| have, in either of thoſe Sermons, ſaid or intimated any ſuch 
Thing. And laſtly from you I appeal to God himſelf, the So- 
feraign Judge of all, who knows that Inever thought the Thing, 
which you ſay I have aſſured the World of. To all which I have 
tothing more now to add, but only, that I forgive you this 
Wrong, and heartily pray God to forgive you too. ; 
And now, Sir, having Written a full Anſwer to your Letter, 
var as I could think my ſelf, or the Doctrine deliver d · in 
my 
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my Sermons concerned in it, I beg leave, in requital for the 
many Conſiderations which you have been pleas'd to propoſe 
to me, to leave this one thing with you, being what I think 
well deſerves. your molt ſerious Conſideration ; viz. Thar 
betore the 5th Commandment was given by Moſes, and much 
more before it was repeated and reinforcd in the New Te. 
Fament, there had been many Fathers without natural Affe. 
Fton, who had extremely exceeded their Paternal Commmiſ- 
fion, and groſly abus d their Paternal Power, to the great 
Hurt, Vexation, Ruin, Deſtruction, and even Death of their 
Children; and yet all the Precepts we meet with, either in 
the Law or Goſpel, relating to the Behaviour of Children to 
their Parents. are to this tenour ; Honour thy Father and Ma- 
ther : whiſo Carſeth Father or Mother let him die the Death: 
Children obey your Parents in all things, for this is Right &c, 
Not one Word or Hint do I remember in the whole Bible, 
directing, or giving allowance to Children, to ſtrike, caſt off, 
and much leſs to kill their Parents, in Cafe of their Cruelty, 
Madneſs, or Rage; or for any Provocation whatſoever. There 
had been likewite, long before St. Paul wrote his Epiſtle to the 
Romans, (whether twas written in Claudius's Reign or Nero's) 
| many cruel Tyrants, and Monſters of Men, in Poſſeſſion of the 
Higheſt Power, there had been one (if my Memory fails me 
not) betore, and yet not very long betore that Time, of whom 
the Hiſtorian relates this Paſſage, that he wiſh'd all the Citi- 
zens of Rome had but one Neck, that he might diſpatch em all 
at one Blow; and yet not one Word do we meet with in 
St. Paul, or any other Apoſtle, ſerving to inſtruct Subjects in the 
Natural Right, that they had in ſuch Caſes, to defend them- 
ſelves by Reſiſtance ; much leſs to Depoſe, Judge, Puniſh, or 
(which in that Caſe might have ſeem'd but a proper Return) to 
Neck, or Behead their Soveraign ; Nothing but /et every Soul be 
ſubject to the Higher Powers: ye muſt needs be ſubjett, not only for 
| Wrath, but à ſo for Conſcience ſabe: Whoſoever reſiſteth the Power, 
＋ refiteth the Orcinance of Cod: and they that re ſiſt ſhall receive to 
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+ themſelves Damnation &c. And laſtly, There had been, with- ] 
I out all doubt, in all Ages, both jon before, and when rhe Apo- l 
x files wrote their Epi}; les, many bloody and favage Maſters, who 
4 had us d their Slaves with the utmoſt Barbarity, had abus d, f 
1 beaten, wounded, ay and killed them too, only for their own 0 
Humour; and yet {tho' I am not ture that the Power and Au- £ 
Mt thority of Maſters over their Slaves is as much Jure Divino, 28 0 
4 that of Parents over their Children, and Magiſtrates over theit : 
7 


| 

i Subjects) I do not remember in Scripture any expreſs Allow. 
1 ance, much leſs Encouragement, given to Slaves to rile up 
4 again 
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2eainſt, or to ſtrike their Maſters, and much leſs to knock 
them on the Head for publick Good: i. e. to releaſe themſelves, 
and their Fellow Servants, from an unreaſonable and intolerable 
Servitude, But ſome Precepts I have met with there, which 
ſeem to look quite the other way; as that of St. Paul to Titze, 
Exhort Servants to be Obedient to their own Maſters, — not an⸗ 
ſwcring again. And eſpecially that of St. Peter. Servants. be 
Obedient to your Maſters with all Fear; not only to the good and 
gentle, but alſo the fzoward. For this is thank worthy, if a Man 
tor Conſcience towards God endure grief, ſuffering wꝛongkully; 
tor what Glory is it, if when ye be buffeted for your Faults ye take 
it patiently? but if when ye do well and ſuffer fox it, ye take it 
paticntly, this id acceptable with God, Precepts, I think, ot the 
utmoſt Importance, both to the Honour of Chriſtianity, and the Se- 
curity of Humane Society, tho' tome perhaps may be ſo wicked 
as to call them Doctrines of 3 And the Thing, which 
upon theſe Suggeſtions, I wou'd intreat you, for God's fake, 
for Religions ſake, and for your own Souls ſake, ſeriouſly to 
conſider, is, whether you had not kept cloſer to your Text, 
and to the Text of the Goſpel too, if, in your celebrated Ser- 
mon on Rom. 13, you had Preach'd up the general Duties of 
Obedience and Subjection to the Higher Powers, in ſuch man- 
ner, as the Apoſtles did, and as St. Paul has enjoyn d (not Titis 
only. J hope, but) all Preachers of the Goſpel to do; Put them 
in mind to be ſubject to Principalities and Powers, and to obey Ma- 
giſtrates, and lett them to learn their Natural Right (if you 
will have it ſo) to Reſiſt. and Rebel, in Caſes of extreme Exi- 
gency, and of ſome poſſible Attempts of their Governors, from 
Buchanan, Hobs, Milton, Harrington, Author of the Rights, or 
ſome other Theologico- Political Maſter 3 or indeed from corrupt 
Human Mature itſelt, which is much more ready to teach its 
own Rights, and to practiſe its own Liberties, than tis to ſub- 
mit to the Reſtraints that are laid upon it by God and 
Religion. 

I only add, That in Caſe you ſhall think fit to make any 
Reply to this Letter, if you ſhall keep clole to the Queſtions 
between us; which are, or, I think, may be reduc'd to only 
theſe Two, viz. Whether the Magiſtrates Power be from God, or 
from the People; and, whether or no Subjects have a Coercive Power 
over their Soveraigns; I may perhaps, if I can find Leiſure for it 
give you the Trouble of a Second Letter. But if the Subject 
of what you may call a» Anſwer ſhall be any thing elſe, I pro- 
miſe you now before hand that you ſhall have the laſt Word. 
For it your Reply ſhou'd be only, or chiefly, a Defence of your 
ell againſt this my. Self-Detence, I fancy the World will by 
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that time be weary of reading our ſquabling Letters; 4 
we ſhan't need to trouble the Printer with them. + Or«if a 
ſhall be about the State of Nature, and the Natural Rights lil 
Mankind in ſuch a State, that's what the Scripture ſpeaks, v 
little or nothing of; I don't remember that it ſpeaks of any 
State of Nature, but only that ſinful wretched State that the 
Fall has brought us all into: So that the other State of Ns 
may, I think, be a Matter more proper to be conſider d, aul 
debared by Laymen, than by Biſhops and Presbyters. A 
therefore in that Caſe, I ſhall leave you to be mumbled'by the 
learned and very ingenious Author of a late Dialogue berweeh 
Timothy and Philatheus, who, I find, is well furniſn'd te 
diſcourſe you upon that Subject: and who, tho at preſent ke 
has choſen himtelf another P/ay-fe/loaw, may perhaps be perſuatk 
ed, when he has done with him, to take a ſhort Game with 
you, Or it it ſhall be only about S- Defence, againſt all poſſi 
ble Artempts of Governors or others, that's nols me taugen 
I have already ſolemnly engag'd that I will have nothing to de 
with that Point, Or Laſtly, It it ſhall be, about Original & 
tracts, Revolutions, 8c, I tell you plainly, that I an't at Le 
ſure, nor I ſhan't be at Leiſure, nor I won't be at Leiſure, te 
write to you ſo much as one ſingle Line about any ſuc 
Matters. . ACT .- . 
And ſo commending you (heartily, J aſſure you, notwith 
ſtanding our preſent Bickerings) to the Grace and Bleſſing of 
Almighty God, I bid you farewell, and remain, 


Sr, 
—— Your Loving Friend q 


- 


and Brother, 
OBST. Exo 
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NM. B. The Reader is deſir d to take notice, that the Edition 
Ius d when I wrote this Letter, and to which I refer, are 
Mr. Hoadly's Letter, the Firſt Edition of Three Sheets and 
Quarter: Ot my Firſt Sermon, that in Oftavo in the Volumll 
ot 14 Sermons: , And of my Second Sermon, that in Ou 
ot a Sheet and Halt. | _— 


